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the Doctrine of the Holy Trinity, mamtam- 
ed bythe,Eſtabliſhed Church, as others have 


} 10 Naſpbeme it: Aud be 1s ure be 1s under Ob- 


ligations to defend it, if the , and Mer- 

cy. of God the Father, of the Son, 

of God the Holy Ghoſt, can be fd to brig 
be 


lim under them : and conſ; 
| , of Grat — ry ought to. 

Jui u be ſaid, that he ought, he, to have 
ng ſome late Writers, than to haue 
named ancient, foreign, and, to many, unknown 
Hereticks : To this be replizs, that the Method 
be bas taken, makes that See needleſs, 
ſince there are None, who wit this laſt Cen- 
tury have. advanced Noſtrums, but what are 
n 


e or later Infidels and Hereticks ; wiſe 
ns and Memories are turned to Rottens 
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vation is not to be obtained by thoſe who have no 

of Him. They who do not worſhi God, cannot expect ro 

bleſſed. This is ſo evident that I do not think, the Man 

denies ir, deſerves to be diſputed with. He hath little of 

Chriſtianity who ſhall cavil at it. Rom. x. 13, 14. Fhoſoever 

| ſhall cal upon the Name of the Lord ſhall be . How then 
ſhall they call on Him in whom they bave not believed? And how 
ſhall they believe in Him of whom they have not beard ? &c. 

It is by ſome aſſerted, that to believe that in the Godbead, - 
there are Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, [which Three are Divine 
diſtinct Principles of Operation, equal in Subſtance and Glory] 
is ſo neceſſary, that whoſoever denies it, or is ignorant of it, 
cannot hope for Salvation. 

Others deny this Poficion. I fhall propoſe the Arguments 
for ir, and the Objefions againſt ir, I know that Controverſies 
are often times managed with much Heat, and Scurrility ſup- 
plies the place of Argument. I eſteem ſuch a Courſe ſo baſe, 
that I induftriouſly avoid reflecting on the Reputation of 
any Man living, as far as relates to his Moral:; tho I ſhall not 

| eſteem my diſcovering the Weakneſs of his Reaſon to be any 
Violation of the Rules of Charity; has being a Matter in 
which this is no ways concetned. 20 

2. The Queſtion then is, Whether a Man who denies, or 
is ignorant of this Doctrine of the Trinity, can be ſaved ?- 

That I may proceed in an intelligible manner, I ſhall lay 
down ſome Things which I ſhall now rather ſuppoſe, than go 
about to prove; becauſe, here, I look on them to be ſo evident, 
that it will be needleſs ro debate them, in this Diſcourſe. 

1. I do now ſuppoſe that the Scriptures of the Old and New 
Teſtament are of Divine Inſpiration and Authority: They 
who deny this are not the Perſons, with whom I am diſputing 

at this Time. Their Opinion about this Article is of no value. 
2. The Scriptures do inform us what we are to believe and 
preftiſe, in order to Salvation. | 

3. No Queſtion can be made, bur that ſome Things are ne- 

to be believed, in order to Salvation. For inſtance, 
The Being and Providence of God, Heb. xi; 6. | But without 
| Faith it is impoſſible to pleaſe bim, for he that comes to God muſt 
believe that be is,” and that be i a Rewarder of them that diligent- 
ly ſeek bim. 
They who contend that the Fundamental Articles of Reli- 
Sion are very few, yer allow that ſome ſuch there are, which if 
- unknown or not received, hinder Salvation. I ſhall not now 
debate their number. | | 
at: 1 
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ngs in prure, which we may be ignorant of, wit 

out the Hazard of the Loſs of Eternal: Glory, |, The meaning 

of ſundry Paſſages in Exekzel is ſtill ro be ought for. The 

ſmutty Comments of a certain Critick on the  Canticles, have 

not illuſtrated that part of Holy Mit. I cannot tell whether I 

ſhall paſs guietiy, if I add, chat we are to believe Things which 

are aſſerted in the Scriprure, tho we cannot them. , 

Of this Nature is the Doctrine of the Reſurrett ion of the Dead. 

3. The Cavils, which may be raiſed hay any Articles of 
Religion, tho rhe Sopbiſtry is nor preſently diſcovered, ought 

not to prevail with a Chriſtian to reject any part of his Creed: 
For then it would follow, that the moſt obvious Things in Na- 
ture muſt be laid aſide. What is more evident than Motion 2 
Zeno diſputed thus, Whatever is: moved either is moved in that 
Place where it is, or in that Place where it is nes : But, it u nes ; 
moved in the Place where it is, nor in that Place where it i . 
Therefore (vs dep vi K] nothing is moved. [Epiphan-Vol; 1. 

1087. 

K I ſuppoſe no Man will be ſo fooliſh as to deny Motion, be- 
cauſe he hath not ſuddenly an Anſwer to ſuch Sophiftry... 

Tho' we can indeed demonſtrate certain Propofitions ro be 
true, yet it is impoſſible for us to comprehend or frame an 
adequate or compleat Ided's of the manner bow: the Things ſo 
demonſtrated can be: When oace a P tom is clearly de- 
monſtrated to be true, it ought not to di us, that perha 
there be perplexing Objections on the other fide, which 
want of adequate Idea of the manner of the Exiſtence, of wo 
Things demonſtrated, are not eaſy to be cleared, 

Furthermore, if rhe ObjeQions againſt a Doctrine appear 
not of the ſame Weight with the Arguments, by which it is 
ſupported, it's a Folly to renounce. it, on the account of the 
Exceprions made againſt ir, | | 

5. 4. That what I pro propeſs may be placed in a ſuitable 
Light, I would lay down the following Remarks. | 

I, By Salvation I intend the E Bleſſedne(ſs of the Fu-. 
ture State; which conſiſts in being delivered from mn 
Miſery, and the Enjoyment of perpetual Felicity. | 

2. This Salvation is nor granted to all Men. an 
3. There are certain Terms on which Salvation is offered. 

4. Whatever Principles muſt be embraced, in order to our 
N _ — — of Salvation, STA Ar- 
ticles aith ; ying or ignorance of w exclude 
4 _ from a Title to Salyation. 
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| And this is Life Eternal, that they might 
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Hence with the Futber. F. 3. ing the Trinity is 
the True Cad. bo whe, ; the Trinity 4 


3 Man. 2 
6, Of Chrifſts B 
MO the * pr the 
.L Baptiſm further confidered, F. 9. 
; on 15 e tea ln the Name, Cc. 6 
ptized unto Moſes. 5. 11. —— In the Name 
of the Holy Ghoſt. $. 12. Of Creatures being jus 
with Gad. | 


„THAT Dodrine, the Belief. of which the Seripture 
declares ro be neceſſary to Eternal Life, muſt — re- 
ceived, or a Man cannot be ſaved. But the Doctrine of the 
Triniry is that Doctrine, rhe Belief of which the Scripture 
declares to be neceſſary to Eternal Life: Therefore the Do- 
_ the Triniry muſt be received, or a Man cannot be 
v 
1 preſume the major Prepeſitien will not be denied by them, 
with whom I am now managing the Debate. 
There is an Ignorance that is of the moſt pernicious Conſe. 
— ogg towed with — e 6. The 
ge s neceſſary to Eternal n XVLL, 3. 
— 
end Jeſus Criſt whom thew buſt ot does not ſay, The * 
„ the True God, excluſive of the S and Holy Gboſt; 
Father is the only true God. And if the Father be 
ſo, the —— muſt neceſſarily be fo, as being of the ſame Sub- 
ance, and. having the fans efſential Title of F al 
1 
Chriſt aſſerts, there is One only True God, This is not 
fed by the Adverſary. He alſo declares, that it 
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whi is 
the God' and 
Ere ife. ro believe tha 
the edge is Eternal Life, 
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does therein teach us that the Doctrine af the Trinity is no. 
ceſſary to Eternal Life ; for Feſus _ | made | 
with the Farber ; fince the N i ad. 
much Life Erernal, as the ge of rhe Fatber. 
That Knowledge, which hath an Apoſtle,” Prophet, or Angel 
for irs Object, or any mere Creature, is not Erernal Life. | 


J 


I conclude therefore that Fefies Chriſt is more than 42 
ture, the Eternal Son of the Eternal Father. If the 
ſuch, be Eternal, the Son muſt neceflarily be %; 
always ſubſſt together. | 

5. 2. Moreover when Chrift is called the Only begotten San of 
God, it implies that he is the ſame in Eſſexge with the Farber, 
The Fews, who did not acknowledge Jeſus to have a Divine Na- 


rure, 
Gad 


F 
1 


equal wich God the Father ; and have told them that they mife 


— 


conſtrued his Words. 

They have unworthy Thoughts of him, who 
ſhould not have rectiſied the High Priq, when he 
Words in this Senſe ; Matth. xxvi. 63, 64, 65. But Jer held 
bis Peace, and the High Prieſt anſwered and faid wits him, I adjare 


\.\ 


thee by the God, that thaw tell us whether thou be Clnif the 


. 
rent s, , 
what further need haue we of Witneſſes ? 2 22 


neceſfary ro be known in order ro Eternal Life ; it will hardly 
be denied that the Holy Ghoſt is to God, ſince no Man cap ſay 
Nan is Lord but by che Holy Ghoſt, 1 Cor. xii.3. | h 


and wiſeſt of Beings. | 
Now, that he who denies, or is ignorant of the Trinity in 
rheGod-head doth nor acknowledge the true God, will appear 
if we conſider, that the true God hath thus revealed 
as to the Manner of his ſubſiſting. 
The Scriprure repreſents the Union of the Father and Son 
in the God-head, ſo as that he who knows not the one, is ignorant 
of the other; and he who ſees the. one, ſees the other. J 0b 
Xiv. 9. 
* 'Where there is no right Knowledge of the Father, Men will 
be led to the moſt pernicious Doings, Fobn xvi. Theſe things 
will they do unto you, becauſe they have not known the Father, nor 
me. There is no right 79 — God the Father, where 
our Thoughts exclude Ged the Jon. For as there is no ſavi 
Diſcovery (ſo will I venture to call the Diſcovery ) made 
the Father bur by the Son, who has, in his Word, revealed 
the Father (Marth. xi. 27.) ſo no Man can give that Honour 
to the eternal Father, who does not give the ſame Honour to 
the Son, which is due to the Father, John v. 23. That al Men 
| honour the Son, even as they honour the Father ; be that ho- 
noureth not the Son, honoureth not the Father which. bath ſent him. 
He, who does not aright honour God the Father, cannot be 
ſaved ; bur he that does not honour the Sou y with the 
Father, does not — honour God the Father : Therefore ſuch 
en one cannot be ſaved, By which it appears, that he who 


doe: 


* $9; 
for = 4 an equal Honour to the Sox, wah what is ing, 
rot Aber. 8 e 


9 ” = P n 
be ſaved ; ; 


The Belief, and Profeſſion of that Belief, of che God-head 
of the eternal Father, are a principal Branch of the dus 
to him. Nor can there be a greater Diſhonour to either Father: _ 


or Son, than that of deaying their God- bead. 


- Whar can we think of the Glory which Cbriſt it had with the 
Father before the World began, Fobn,xvii. 6. which was 3 


nal, and muſt therefore be the God-bead?: For nothing but G 
Jobs v. 23. would, in 
bability have been, Honour the Sow, but not «you bonour the. 
ther, it Chriſt bad not been the ſame God with the Father. 

F 4- Ir may furthermore be argued, That he who hath not | 
the true God for his God, is not entituled to eternal Life.. 

Bur he who denies the Trinity, hath not the true God for his 
God, and conſequently no Title to eternal Life, fince it's only 
in, and by bis Son, that God the Father appears a God of ever: 


is erernal. 
Beſides the Rule for Worſhip, 


laſting Mercy to Sinners. 


Now, to deny the Trinity is to deny Chrif, and that deten 
mines, that a hath not a Title to char Bleſſedneſs, which 


is cevealed in the Goſ reer d 
and Father, — hp ty D ip 


16, 17. What is declared is very plain, 1 John v. 11, 12.,, Ang 
thu # the Record. that God bath given to 1 eternal Life, and this 
Life i in bn Son; he that hath the Son hath Life, and he that hath 
nt the Son of God, bath not Life. | | Ay: x 
- + Theſe Words evidently imply, that the Apoſtle had before - 
ecord (wagrogiar) or Wire, 
Ir is plain, 1 Jh v. 7. There are three that bear Record (or. Wis 
neſs) in Heaven, and theſe three are one. In the 11th Verſe, 14 
declares what the Record was, which the Father, Word and 


declared, that God had given a 


Holy Ghoſt bore. 


We may as well reject all the Chapter, as the 7th Verſe. An 
by a like Courſe of Management, caſt off the Authority of the 
three Epiſtles, and Goſpel of this Apoſtle. A compendious Way 
to finiſh a Debate! Bur unleſs we do thus, the Place muſt ne- 
.ceſſarily remain as we have it; which an ingenious Gentleman 
has ſhewn in two Letters to Dr. Bently, And it's a better Ar- 
gument, to prove the Genuineſs of the 7th Verſe, than they 
who are otherwiſe minded, can produce in Favour of t 
Opinion. I ſhall hereafrer reſume rhe Queſtion, relating. to 

the Truth of the Text, as oppoſed to Interpolation. 


6 


22 


Ne 


What 
—— 


712462 24443 10 623223008 31175 
11 THe: ir 1 141215 
BPH 121 f 11715 
e 2hpde HH. 24115 
| FEES TL] 4 12.45 Lin-42 8 be: 
Rt EHRTHH 121175 
e 4 15 144855 
42% „ e en 
l j THER 8 
t EN FAR : 
223 23 * a = = 
PRE, 121 15 Piles 1221514 1452 By 


_— 


On TT —— MT BB. So woe ArAe_—_ — no wt - 


„ Fpiſt, Ded. ad 4. K Can 


. > =o l 


, eee, 
nox genvine, but they may as well object againſt the. w rſt» 
of the Goſpel, and indeed againſt every Text of Scrip- 
curs which pleaſerh chem not, as corrupred; rhich would be © 


Now I appeal to any who believe the Invegriey-and. Purity of >, 


— 

- gu 
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the Scripture, whether a Man who diſciples others to CH, 
and they who ate diſcipled, oughr not to believe there are F. 
To be baptized in the Nome of the Father, and of the Sin; and" 
of the Holy Ghoſt, implies, that the Adminiſtrarion*is by Verrue 
of Authority from the Three, and a being devoted to the Service 
the Father therein, no Diſpute can, fairly, be made. 
As to our being devoted to the Sox, it is evidently implied, 
into 'Feſus Chriſt, were baptized into his Death ? Therefore we ates: 
buried with him by Baptiſm into Death, that like a Chrift way 
raiſed up from the dead, by the Glory of the Father, even-ſa we 2 
ns NO e r. 
id, wich reſpect to the Holy Gbeſt, t Cbr. 
iii. 16, 17. Know ye not, that ye are the Temple of 'God ?' And bt 
the Spirit of God dweleth in you? if am Man deff the Nb ef 
God, bim ſhall God deſtroy ; for the Temple of God it holy, which. 
was Creator of Heaven and Earth, who was the God of ae, 
having brought them our of ERA, and who, by Vertue'o 
that Dedication, became the eſpecial Proprieror of the Edifice. - 
conſecrated it to any other Being. Now, Chriſtians are dedi- 
cared to the Holy Ghoſt, who therefore is God, and who'ig4o be 
gloriſied by the redeemed People, 1 Cor, vi. 19, 20. What, 
* in you, which ye have of God, and ye are not your own?" for ye are 
bought with 4 Price, therefore glorify God in your Body, and in your 
Spirit, which are God's. © Y "20 | 
ply in ind that they are God; Since it would be Blaſphemy . 
thus to unite the Names of any Creature, wich the Name of 
the ever bleſſed God. If this be not an Honour peculiar to 
— Corinthians about their not being baptized in his Name? 
1 Cor. i. 13. | "18" Tea 
- $6: In order ro illoftrare this Argument drawn from our 


ther, Son and Holy Spiri? 

of each of the ſacred Three. As to our being devoted to God 

Rom, vi. 3, 4. Know ye not, that ſo many of u a were burg 
The like may be 

Temple ye are. The Temple was dedicated to that God, who 

In it he reſided, and it would have been groſs Idolatry to have 

know ye not, that your Body is the Temple of the Holy Ghoſt, "which 
A being thus devoted to the Son and Holy Ghoſt, doth im: 

God, why doth the Apoſtle fo carefully debate the Matter with 

being baptized in * Father, and of the Son, _ 


% Are, after the Pattern ö 
ſenred the whole Church of God, ſhewing 
may expect from him. ; | 
Now, there is an inſeparable Connection berween. 

baptized in the Name of the Triniay gad Ad aA Chtiſt | 
therefore require us to adore the Farber, and the San, and the Holy 
irit, . 009 exjals g6.00 Us. baptized in the Name of 
three 8922 Lr lan God coy is the Objet 

to aſcend 1 

d do in 


for Proſelytes, when admitted into tbe Church. 

5 
4 ed not, 4 
. "Tha Woods of the Intenion ar expreſly (et that the 


of God ; therefore in the Ondivancn of Baprin, 
_ is the initiating Sacram diſtin, Mention of the 
Divine Perſons was made in del Promulgation of che 


57. Two Things are exident in this Tem ( xxViil. 
25 The firſt is the real. and uue Deity of the Ferher, and of 
San, and of the Holy Spirig. | | 
1 is chus argued. The Beiog, in whoſe Name we 
tized, is the true God ; Bur tbe Father, the Son, and the H | 
Spirit, are the Being in whoſe Name we are baprized : There. 
fore the Father. the Son, and the holy Gboſt are the ume God. = 
| The Propokuion will appeas , th we evalider what bap- 


in is 


Sen, 


EL 
115 
f 


Tl 


. 
X 


that 
of 


him only ſhalt thi ſerve. Luke iv. 
In this Sacrament chefe is 4 Teſtificarion, 


and of the Holy Spirit, q. d. I do 


Creature. Hi 

| rtue God j bot the Father, the Son, and the: Holy 
boſt inſtirured Baptiſm; therefore the Father, the Son; ant 

the Holy Ghoſt art true God. None bur God may inftirute Sa- 


— 


ſhell 
fron 
any 


it follows, the Fathee, the Son, amd the Holy Ghoſt 
; becauſe theſe three concur in the Inſtiturion; as is Evis 
in che Text (Marth, xxvili. 19.) Moreover he who. ig 19 
the Party baprized may be Patraker of the Grace 
Benefirs ſignified in Baptiſm, ohe of which is be 


. 


— 


Life, is God, the true God, For none bur 


y be chus adored, exclyfive of all others, Dunn. vi, 4g. 


Lend thy God, and ſlalt ſerve bim, and 
Marth; iv. 10. Ton foal g 
Kev. Aix. 1 
. xxi\. 9, then ſaid he to me, Ge. | 
n the Trinity is thus invoked in ma, 


Grace, which God enters into with the 
do baptize e and. 
ify, 


firm ir, that this Water, upon which the Name of God n 
1 ok 1 | CC li . x . * n 

a Sacram 

is Wa — 
Sin, and accept thee as an Heir of eternal Life, and 


does regenerate and renew tliee to eternal 


and that bs will take thee to be his Temple, Mari ix. 39, 
is no Man which 


are juſtified in the Nm of our Lord Fafa, 


do 4 Miracle in my Name, that call 
Cor. vi. 11. But ye att | 
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our being \purified,” as to Saodtificarion, as well as with Refe- 
rence 10-Juſtificarion, Hie who  pyrifies us in Bapriſin; is the 
principal Cauſe of our Juſtification and Sanctiſication. Bur the 
Son and Holy Spirit do purify us in Baptiſm, the Son and the 
Holy Spirit are the principal Cauſe of our Juſtification and 
Sandtificacion. Jullifiearion is an Act of God, Rem. viii. 33. 
Ic is e Therefore by theſe Texts con | 
the Son and Spirit are true G. 
Again, he who enters imo Covenant with the Perſon bap- 
i rifies him from Sin, and makes him an Heir of erer- 
nal Life, is che true God; this appears to be ſo, inaſmuch as 40 
theſe Things, taken celleitively, agree not to the inſtrumental, 
but to the chief and firſt Cauſe of our Salvation, which is God 
alone. 1/2. xiv. 21 22. Take Counſel togerber, who bath declared 
thy from ancient Time, who bath told it from that Time, have nos 
I the Lord? And there u no God elſe beſides me, a juſt God and 4 
Saviour, there i none beſide me: look, unto me, and be ſaved all the 
Ends of the Earth, for I am God, and there's none elſe. + G 
. * Hoſ-i. 7. But I will haue Mercy upon the Houſe e and 
will ſave' them by the Lord their God, and will not ſave them by 
Bow, nor by Sword, nor by Battle, nor by Horſe, nor by Horſemen ; 
plainly declaring, that he who is the Saviour is Febovab. 
As Circumcifion was a Sign of the Covenant between the 
true God and the Perſon circumciſed Gen. , I wil eſta. 
bliſh my Covenant between me and thee, and thy Seed after thee, in 
their Generations for an everlaſting Covenant, to be a God unto thee, 
and to thy Seed after-thee. Rom. iv. 11. And be received the Si 
of Circumciſion, a Seal of the Righteouſneſs of the Faith, "which 
had being yet uncircumciſed, that he migbe be the Father of all them 
that believe, the tbey be not a wa. that Righteouſneſs may be 
5 to them alſo. 9 1 5 
ptiſm in the Ne Teſtament ſucceeds to Circumciſion, 
Col. it. 11, 12. In whom alſo ye are circumciſed with the Circum« 
_ made without Hands, in putting off the Body of the Sins of 
Fleſh, by the Circumciſion of Chriſt : Buried with him in Bap< 
iſm, wherein alſo you are riſen with him, . the Faith of the 
Operation of God, bo hath raiſed bim from the dead. Now, upon 
Bapriſm, the Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt do take the 
Perſon into the Covenant of Grace, they are therefore THE 
ONE and TRUE GOD. | ; | "= 
To this add, the Perſon baptized is, by Vertue thereof, o- 
bliged ro obey him into whoſe Name he is baptized: this is 
collected from Gl. iii. 27. For as many of you as bave been bap- 
fixed into Chriſt bout pus on Ciriſt. 4 
* | | 2 Diving 
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a. wen , 
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- - Divine Honour ought to be 32, none but che n 

. xlii. 8. I am the Lord, that: x ny Name und my Gloy wil 

I not give to another, 8 — bo — 2 N 
Oonſequently, be to whom: — 

owing, and to be paid. to him the Divine Nature 

that being the Foundation on which Divine Honour is ieidedʒ 


in Baptiſm, the Perſon baptized is bound to gise Divine Ha. 


nour to the Father, and to the Son, n 
This proves the three Perſont to be eſſtnrially Gd. 
Moreover, the Diſtinction of the tbr Perſons is inlike 
Manner-eftabliſhed in — of 
19. as will appear in the e ich 10115390 
% 22 here, to obſerve, dr io giving — 
— 1 about Bapriſm, Chriſt doth nor ſay in the NA MES in 
the plural Number} bir ia the Name, that it might appear thar 
the Name and Nature of God agree to each of the perſons. Mi 
art not baptized in the Name of the Father, i the Son, t 
Holy Spirit, as the ian; of old expreſſed themſelves ! M 
did chns x0 ſignif y their Belief of the Inequality of the Perſans} 
It looks as if they did, in cheir — thin 
Bapciſan, inſtituted by Cliriſt, did teuch che Equality of the 
Fathet, and of the Son, and of the Holy OQhoſt. The Sm and 
Holy Spirit are ſo joined in Baptiſm, thar we'are a much and 
as 1 ized in — of the oni (as of the other, and 
„ they ate equal in Power and Glory. Moreover, 
— eg gave the Commiſſion, he deciared, al. Power) was 
given to him in Heaven; arid in Barthy Max, xxviii, 18, Bap- 
tiſm then is not adminiſtred in his Name, as a Servant 
but 28 a Sovereign Lord, who is of equal Power with the Fa- 
ther. The Words, Mazth. xxviii. 19. „ l dime F ann 
7 2 9 15 vie e-, are very emphatical: They b 
there is a more than ĩimaginary Diſtinction between the tine Rur- 
' ſons, The Article ri prefixed to each juſtifies the Remark, And: 
the Copulative twice repeated makes tho Sem and Holy AN- 


ii equal in the Adminiſtration of this Sacrameat, en 
F 


ternal Fat ber. MN X "nant v1.1 
Beſides, if we com this with other Texts of Scripture 
we'ſhall fad an Equ on of wee en 
ro beſtow the Bleſſing, which are fignified and 
tiſm. Firſt, we read-concerning — Tie, . 
Not by Warks of Righteouſneſs which we have done, but 
10 bis be hath ſaved w by the waſhing of Regeneration, 
renewing of the Holy Gboſl, which be bath foed ng 
r Chriſt our Saviour, | , 27 e 2d % W 
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eparate fram dem Io 


be Ged, in whoſe Name we ate bapri 


him.to be our Lord. aud chav from. hin we ſhoukd 


ly of all the three Perſons, fince it implies, that 'wes 
ly — — the Father 
Scripture 


755 he cannot be invoked 
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of the Ewchorih, the 
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of Bapriſm's being continued in the Church; Well foreſecing 
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cus) 
baptized; in the Name of the Holy'Ghaſ and of the Son in 
the ſame Manner wherein we are commanded ro be bepri 
im the Name of the Father, as che reading of the Text doth 
enn un ont WAS 23107 $17 þ 55 715 
For that Reaſon, we muſt either deny God the Father to 
be rhe Trae Gad, or on the Sen, and the Holy Ghoſt to be ſo. 
This Sacramear of Baptiſm does ſo evidently imply the 
Trinity of Perſons: in the „that the Arians were ne- 
cefſirared to foiſt their Interpolation into the Words of Inſtitu- 
tion. And the modern Photiniant ſeeing it in vain to attempt 
— the Genuineſs of the Text, "Math. | xxviit. 19. 
have taken another Courſe, i. e, to deny the Neceſſiry of 


) 


- 


repeating oi the Words of Inftitation does ic 
to eſtabliſn Chriſtians in the Belief of the Doctrine of the 
ui; and if Bapii/ were one laid aſide, the Doctrine 


ef i wou d be forgot, and there would in an Age, or Two, be 
Yule. or no Difference between Chriſtian and Infidel. l 


The Vords of a noted Man are, DeAqueBapriſme ego ite ſentio, 
enny\Eeclefie in perpermem pr eſcriptum non fui(ſe, nec unquam ut iſum 


 EKciperent 55s preceptum, neqie 4 Chriſto neque ab Apoſtolit, quijam 


l Ge alin 


promis annis in 


þ xmas get ratione publice nomen dediſſent, vel ' 
Num Diſciplins educati atque inſtituti eſſent 
exjus alii etiam anti me e juſlum Li- 
conſcripts, in quo omnia Teſtimonia ſacra, ommeſq ue rationes 
diligenter examine," diluo, Jie illam infirmare poſſent, 
_-Ir-was well enough contrived to lay aſide Baptiſm, when 
he had rejected the Godhead of Feſur Chriſt. It is an Argu- 
ment, the Inſtitution bore hard upon him, and the deſperate 
Reſolution which he took of forcing Scripture Right or H/rong 
te agree ro his Hypotheſis, diſcovers that the Holy Writings 
reach Things quite contrary to thoſe which were utrered ar 


12. I am aware, that it is objected, that ſomerimes Crea- 
rures joined with God in Scriprure, Ad, xx. 32. I com- 
to God, and PROT Grace, . 

they, are joined with : Bur are we baptiz d in 
of rhe Bible? If we examine the Context, it will 
ſuch Paſſages, wherein Things or Mortal Men are 
God, the Matter is ſo expreſs'd, as ro make us 
t theſe Creatures are joined with God, not as his 
7, that act in Subordination to him. We 
Sword of God and of Gideon. But I preſume we are 
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n required to believe nor pray to the Sword, or be de- 
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| hip of Idols, is an Adoration due to the erernal Supreme Being, 
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"FN 7.) Fr ; * 85 OF 
on nee oi 

e g itution will 
n . 5 one be aſſociated with God 
the Far —_ „ Sen and Spirgt's 
— with the Father, that the Nome, I. e. * Di- 


vine Nature and r aſcribed to ro each Perſon. 


To avoid the Force of from the Woaaurh of 
the Name of the Father, and of 2 n 
Ir is ſaid thar the Father is to be worſhipped __ 

E 2 
d i bs fr 24 dmg. % the Joa'lh bs them | 
are 


Amen. q 

Bur rhe one God as 
ſhip, Invocation, or Adoration, | — 
ny other; ro make Chriſt the Object of Adoration, if he is nor of 7 
the ſame Eſſence with God the Father, is to introduce more 
Gods than which is to be abborred, 00 T7 5 
Moreover, ſuch an Adoration of God, ar is oppoſed to theWor- 


dy on Bur ſuch an Adoration is (given to e- 
ſus Chrift, Plal. xcvii. 7. confounded be all they that ſerve Graben 
2 that kx I Gives of Idols, Worſhip bim all 30 _ 
3 Heb. i. 6. And - again, when be 
a= e the World, be ſaith, Ted let all the A 
* Add to chis, Feſus Chriſt is invoked, as 
—— Father, for Grace and Peace, Epbeſ. vi. 23, 24. 
Peace be to the and Love with Faith from God the' Father, 
and the Lord Feſus Chrift. Grace be with all them who love our Lord Ne- 
2 Amen. See Rom. i. 7. Coi.i. a. and other Epi- 
be id ro God the 
— Taba v. 23. That all Men ſbou'd — (6683. 
even ar they boneur- the Father. He that bonoureth nos the Son, bo- 
noureth not the Father which hath ſent him, (vid. infra. Cap. 3.$.8.] 
the ſame and not an inferior Worſhip, in Degree, is to be give 
en to the Son. Upon a Review of this Argument, it appears 
thar Bepriſm does imply in it, a Belief of che Exiſtence a, E. 
of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Spirit. The 
lief hereof bei rr 
follows, that it is neceflary to Salvation, 
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11. hy Obedience to 


Br rey who deny th Te, de the enn co 
nnn an 
To clear the Propoſition, I ſhall ſhew that to profeſi 


es this a Fundamental Principle, upon which 

hold ths Trot, they ceaſe to belong 10 har Church, 6 
ruth, they ceaſe to to that 

gaioft which the Gates of Hell ſhall not prevail. 7 

Toany unprejudic'd Reader ofibe New Teltaviem, izwill aps 


that ir was a received Opinion among the Fews in our 
eee When therefore, 
Na- 


ee e 


Err 
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lt believe 


| om the Dead, then 
the Heart Man brlieves into Riyhe uh, 
Confeſſion is made unto Salvation, '' We fee what Belief and Pro. 
fefſion a Man muſt have, and make, in order ro Salvation. 
Our Lord challenges two r himſelf, which ſhew 
he is God. The is, che Building of che Charch ; 
e other is the P ion cherev, which gives it Security a- 
gain the Gates of Hell. "His calfing rhe urch. My Church, 
ews he is God: For the Church is God's Church, 1 Cor. i. 2. 
Unto the Church of God, which is ar Corinth, © them that arg 
ſaniifzed in Chrift Feſus, called to be Saints, with all that in be- 
ry Place call upon rhe Name of Jeſus Chriſt our Lerd, both theirg 


and ours. a 
The calling upon the Name of Fefus Chriff, is giving that 
Worthip to him, which belongs to the One only Living and True 
Gedy and ther ena is a Proof of his Deity, will be conſidered 
in the nexr on. + ' 
* Charch is called God's Church, 1 Cor. ii. 32. So 
3 CH. bY. p "#4 | 
$. 2. The Doctrine of the Trinity is implied in Chriſt's be. 
ing the Son 4-41 Son implies a Father. And if Faber 
be it will follow, and I believe None, who 


ditious Way to elnde the Tub oor be ſuggeſted, than ro de- 
ny the Divine Original of both Teſtaments, John i. 1. &c. In 
the Beginning was the Ward, and the Word was with God, and the 
Ward was Gd; and v We the Word, was made Fleſh, and dwelt 
emong vi, and we bebeld his Glory, the Glory of the only Begovien 
of the Father, full of Grace and Truth. 
The Sen Ce is repreſented. to be very God, to be worſhip- 
ed by the Angels, as in the above-cited. Heb. I. 6. which wou 
be ro enjoin them to or Idolatry, if he were not true and 
very God; in v. g. the Apoſtle. adds, but to. the Son be ſaith, 
thy Throne, O God, is for ever and ever, &c. by which, it apPEACE 
that he is very God, And he is joined with tbe eternal Father in 
falemn Invocation, Rom. i. 7. Grace to pu, and Peace from God 
our Father and the Lord Feſus Chriſt. The like you read, 1 Cor, 
i. 3. and Gal. i, 3: and Epbeſ i. 2. and Philip. i. 2. Col. i. 2. 
and 1 15% L. 1. by which, the Apoſtle fignifies to all theſe 
Churches, that Feſus Chriſt is to be invoked, and en 
thar he is true God; and he does evidently ſuppoſe the Holy 
Spirit to be true Cod, when he. joins him in the BenediQion 
with the eternal Father and Son, 2 Cor. xiii. 14. The Grace of the 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt, and the Love of God, and the Communion of the 
Holy. Ghoſt be with you All, Amen. | e. 
 $ 3-1 am aware, that ſome hold the Doctrine of the Trinity, 
wha yer. do not allow the ſecond Perſon to be of the ſame E- 
ſence with the eternal Father. It is ſaid, * They are equally 
* worthy of Cenſure, who either on the one Hand preſume to 
* affirm, thar the Son was mage out of wn on the other 
© Hand, that he is the ſame ſelf- exiſtent Subſtance. 8 
Now I undertake to prove, that the Son is the ſame ſelf - 
exiſtent Subſtance, Efſence, God-head, Divine Nature with 
the Father, To prevent Miſunderſtanding here, when I uſe the 
Word Subſtance, Eſſence, God head, Divine Nature, ſpeaking of 
he Dezry, I underſtand one and the ſame i | 
I then ſay, be who is- Jehevab, is the ſame ſelſ.exiſtent 
Subſtance with the Father. Bur the is Jebovab. There- 
— the Son is the ſame ſelf.exiſtent Subſtance with the Fa- 
The Propeſition is true, ſincę the ever-bleſſed Being calls 
himſelf by this Name, in the Scriprure : And chat it is pecu- 
liar to the firſt, ſupreme, eternal ne the je be made evident. 


That Febevah is God, is fo plain, t t it will be ſuperfluous 


to turn to all the Paſſages, which may be produced to confirm 


it. I rake Notice of Exed. iii. 4, when the Lord ( Jehovah.) ſay 
that be turned aſide to ſee, Cd (Elohim ) called unto bim ent & 
the Buſh, Thig 


. „ r Ro ³⅛⅛Q ͤ m Dinos. A de . 


re 


nr 


by 


'\ Tm) 
-- This Title {s .o spproprizre ro the Get ſaprem#'agd esl 
Being, that it cannot be given to any, but that Being who's 


God, de add Divine Nature, the ſame hone Zubſtngen with 
bp 22036A 
We have e Scripture 5 ſal. Ixxxiii. „ 


e thou whoſe Name alone is Febovah, art the 
moſt High over all the Earth. Let the otherwiſe· minded win 


- themſelves into as many Poſtures as they ean, they never can 


elude ſo plain and fo full a Text of Hol 444 as this is, for 

— ee of what it is adduced for. What is equivalent ro 
the Propoſition advanced, is to be found Ames v. 60. 4 bim 

who made the ſeven Stars, and Orion, and turneth the S8 

Death into the Morning, and maketh the dark with the Night, 44 

calleth the Vaters of the Sea, and poureth ww upon the Face if 

the Earth, Jehovah is bis Name. 

Nor to recite all the Texts that I dle do this Occafion, 1 
ſhall alledge one, thax is no leſs full than the former. 
Tf. xlii. 8. I am Jehovah, that it m Name, and E 
will not give to another, nor my Praiſe ts graben Images. 

$ 4. If we conſider, 2. The Import of this Name 
the Matter may be farther illuſtrated. It imports a ſelſ. ex 
Being. Of the ſame Nature is the Word Feb and Ehjeb, Exod. 
Ui. 14. Tam that I am, &c. ſignifying, that God is the —— 
or that Being, which in the higheſt Ace A of the W. 
derb exiſt, without Original, withoor E Hence in the hee 
velaticns i. 4. the Apoſtle deſcribes rhe moſt High God, 
theſe Words, en. 

From bim which is, and which was, and which is to 5 
Tani EC olnnd r This Fehovab i is the God who created 
the World, Gen. ii: 4. that is to ſay, he who had his Being from 
himſelf,” or who is eternal, did give Being, by Wo Rs od 
rence, ro Heaven and Earth. 

It likewiſe ſignifies to us, that he Is unchangesblein blk 
Truth, as is to be feen, I/. xlii. 5, 6, 7, 8. Ibus ſaith God the 
Lord, he that created the Heavens, and ſtretched them aut 3 be that 
8 Earth, and that wbich cometh out of it; be 

iverb Breath unte abe People upon it, and Spirit to them that 
wall. therein's I the Lord have called thee in Righteeu fe, and - 
will hold thine Hand, and will keep thee, and give thee for 4 Cove» 
nant of the People, for a Light of 1 Gentiles, to open the blind 
'Eyes, to bring out the Priſoners from the Priſen, and them who fie 


in Darkneſs out of the Priſen Heufe, I am (Jehovah) che LO 
that is my Name, and my Glory 1 will 5 to another 22 
my Praiſe to Graven Imager. | 


pz 
* 
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AT 


2 15 this 2212 ee God declares his Nature and Track, 


in ſuch a Manner as to up and. confirm in us a due Re- 
vereace towards him, 2  laicable ay apes on him, 
Jai. xliii, 10, 1. L are my Witneſſes, ſaith the Lord, (ſehovab), 
and my Servant whom I have choſen, n 
me, and underſtaud that I am be: before me there was no God 
ed, neither ſhall there be after me ; I, even 1 am the Lord, 
Vah) and beſides me there is no Saviour. 
| to mention all that might eafily be produced on 
Head, in the 21 Chap. of Jeremiah, God reveals doo fi 
to encourage tbe Truſt of the Faithful; which ar 
ehovab, is, ar leaſt, twenty times mentioned in that Chaprer, 
pod there is a particular Empheſi: upon its being a Name, that 
js to be given to none but the — 1 Being, v. 33. Jehovah of 
Hoſts is bis Name, To whom this Honour and Adoration are 
due, to him alone the Name Jebhovab . But this Ho- 
dour and Adoration are due ro God, the firſt and beſt of Be- 


1 read 1 Cor. xii, 3. Wherefore I give you 40 
- anderſiancd, that ns Man ſpeaking by the Spirit of God, calleth Je. 
Jus Atcutſed, and that no Man can ſay that Jeſus is the 

but by the Holy Ghoſt, in which Blaſphemy the Fews do 
mare hiding their Abomination under the Name Jeſs ts 

itial Letters of which, in Engliſh, ſignify, let bi: Nome by . 

axed, or Jeſu: Anatbeme, But +: they: pho hellaydd, i. e. were 
caled Feſus Led. owning him to be Jebevab, the 
who is over All, God, Bleſſed forever; 


y 0 
given to the Golden Calf, Exod. xxxii. 5. e 
* ehovah. 
is evident that the God, who brought them our of 
was intended by Aron to be worſhip under the en- 
ration of that ridiculous Image, whic nne 


of rhe Divine Preſence. 
Juegges xvii..3. the Silver is ſaid to be dedicated to 


to make a Graven Image, A Thing being dedicated to 
does not make it God, nor to have a Right n 
God. And the Silver devoted to make an Jnage, by which 
Michael worſhip'd Febovah, was oo ell Jed, nr the 


A 


ings. To him therefore the Name Febova apperrains, Tn the 


ns and aac Src av Da oioc.c.. . 
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lam, Jud. vi. 24. which does evidently intend the Alrar 
was a Sign that Febovab would fend Now there is @ 
Difference between the Peace which Febovab gives, and the 
Eſſence of Febovah. eh 
In like Manner we are to underſtand the Prophet Exch, zlviii. 
15. the Name of the City ſhall be called Fehovab Shammab, or 
is there; which is a Promiſe of Divine Preſence 2 nor 
that God's Preſence was confined, or ſhould be, within the Li- 
alem, (for that is impoſſible) but that eb, 
i i gracious Manner. Bur God's 

cious Preſence, and the Divine Eſſence ate differen. 4 

ham called the Name of a Place, jireh, or the Lord 

ill ſee, Geneſ. xxii. 14. which intends that the Mount was | 
henceforward to be look'd on as a Witneſs, that God'exerciſes . 
a Providence, beholds and directs all Events. 

To call a Mount, The Lord will ſee, is not predicating Febovih | 
of the Menne. It is further that calls rhe 4h 
Jebovab, Numb. x. 35, And it came to paſs when the Ark ſer fore | 
wards, that Moſes ſaid, Riſe up Jehovab, and les thine Enemiet be 
ſeattered, and let them that hate thee flee before thee 3 qu ben Mt 
reſted, be ſaid, return, O Jehovah, 0 the many Thouſanils of I.. 
rae 0 — 


ed may give 
ny y ſuch Difficulties, as may be Aiſed from | 
the like Texts of Scripture. Dov 44 


r wy... 


7 « . „— 


| ( 24 ;; 
8. b. Ir is further pleaded 


* 
the Sen of God, I gather from Iſai. Ixiii. 9. In al their Ali i- 
_ he was affiiied, and the Angel of his Preſence ſaved them, in 
Bis Love 
earried them, all the Days of ad; and from what I offer out of 
Amnſworth, whoſe judicious and learned Comments are va- 
0 moſt capable Judges, has this Note on Gene/. 
Vil. 16. SY 
The Angel, Chriſt the Angel of the Covenant, Mala. iii. 1. 
The Angel in whom God's Name, Exod. xxiii. 20, 21. called 
here Jacob's Redeemer or Deliverer, which is the Title of 
God, P/al, xix. 14. I/«i. xliii. 14, and xvii. 4. the Lord Jebo- 
veb of is his | £1192 
The —_ acknowledge this 5 2 ſayiog he 
mentions Ged's Mqjefty, [Schechinab], when i Angel 
| Thar the Angel intends the Meſſiah who is God, may alſo 
be collected from Gen. xxxi. 11, 13. And the Angel of God 
ante me in A Dream, I am the God of Bethel. He was J- 
Gen. xxviii. 13, 21. | _— 
J. 7. That which I am, in the next Place to offer, is that the 
is called Fehovah, Jer. xxiii. 5, 6. Behold the Day is 
come, ſaith Jehovab, that I will raiſe unto David a righteous Branch, 
and a King ſhall reign and proſper, and execute Judgment and Ju- 
ier in the Earth; in bis Days * be ſaved, and Iſrael 
dwell ſafely, and this is his Name wherewith he ſball be 
called (Jehovah Tzikeneu) the Lord our Righteouſneſs. = 
- To any one who has not a ſtrong Inclination to be litigious, 
this Text will appear to have been wrinen concerning the 
— who 2 declared to be Febovahb, ir is no leſs e- 
—— he is the ſame ſelftexiſtent Subſtance with the eter- 
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rendring to the Eterna Father, that Supremacy and 
belong to him alone. | 
Bur what greater Indignity can be offered to the. 
Father, than to defry him to be the eternal Father ; as 
who deny him to have an eternal Son, eternally begotten 
Subſtance ? “ For they who overthrow the Son, proclaim: 
againſt the Father, becauſe that pf barge Chriſt 
eternal Son of the eternal Father, do deny at 
Father co be the true and eternal — rode lo 
rob him of his eternal Property, and ſo of his 
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as they are unto the Father: It not to be 
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ience is due to the Divine Being, is dot doubt. 
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There is no Hope of Salvation bur by him, AAS iv. vir act 
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Chrift, Jobs ili, 36. We are to live in the Exerciſe of Fai 
Truſt, and on God, Fal. vii 3. ; 
Chriſt is Depend as the Object of our Faith, by which 
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| | rather die, than fin againſſ 
Light of our Copſciences? :: 
But whether he ſo died in our Place or Stead, as. to bear the 
Puniſhment, which we bad deſeryed /: 
1 L amongſt Chriſtians, ' that there 
. one. 


917 


Ged; and ig is got; leſi certain, there i: but one Medi- 
ate berween. God and Man, the May Chriſt Teſus, who gave bim- 
fel}, ® Ranſom for all, to be teſtified in due Time, 1 Tim. ii. 5, 6. 
Let any Man read the lirid Chapter of Iſaiah, and the Do- 
Arine uni{hment. for Sin will ap- 


2 the Meſſich's ſuffer | 
pear /o plain, that little 8 ſaid againſt ir, except Cavi/ 
and Impertinence. To. apply, the to Jeremy, or Heze- 
Vb, or a Rabbi who bad the Toth. Ach Thigeen Years, is 
very cud, thor in wag ſurprize a confideri Mind, 
10 find any led pway by ſuch trifling Suggeſtions, 
In the New Teſtament, this Chapter is ory applied 
20 Chriſt, lai. liii, 1. ba bath believed our Report, and to whom 
51 the Arm of the Lord revealed? John xii. 37. 3b. But the" be 
they believe 
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at this 0 
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order 
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may not incur their Diſpleaſure. 


revealed Religion, hath, in great Meaſure, 

paved the Way*for the Growth of Arianiſm; and Photinianiſm, 
which have prevailed ſo much of lare Years. A late Writer, 
ſpeaking of a Book, wherein Principles of this Nature are 
exhibired, hath a very emphatical Turn. 5 

Not (ſaith be) that I believe the main Part of the Do- 
* Arine therein (that is in that Book, ro which he writes a 
Preface,) * contained; that being next to impoſſible for any, 
* one to do, that is ſo much in love with a Rational Religion, 
* and has ſo great a Regard to the Original Writings of Chri- 
* ſtianity, with ſo mean an Opinion of Modern Syſtems of = 
* Diviniry, as I have: | | : : . 

Had Men, who value themſelves for theit Free-Thinking; 


bur weighed what is contained in ſome Syſtems . of I 

adhere. ry owner work Freed prof > 
which they have been deluded into Errors, that overthow 
the primitive Faith. But let Men of this Character gnaſh 
their Teeth everſomuch, yer the Sacred Truths of the Goſpel 
are not to be ſuppreſſed in Complaiſance ro them: Nor. is 
there juſt Reaſon why we fliould be aſhamed of the Holy Do 


If theſe Men believe the Scriptures to be of Divine Original; 
I would beg them to conſider, whether the Bible does not 
make Regeneration to be neceſſary to everlaſting Bleſſedneſs, 
Fobn iii. 3. Except a Man be born again, be cannot ſee the Ring- 
dom of God, and v. 3. Our Sanctification is neceſſary. £5 

We cannot ſanctify out ſelves, the Work is aſcribed to God's 
Spirit, who thereupon is called God, Phil. ii. 13. For it 5s God 
who works in you, both to will and to do; of his good Pleaſure. 

I do not charge the adverſe Party with denying that Men 
ought to be Holy; but that they are in a moſt pernicious Er- 


ror, as to the Efficient, as well as with Reference to | 
ture of that fication, which the Goſpel requires. 


This Work is attributed to the Holy Spirit, 2 13. 
But we are bound to give Thanks always to God, for you Brethren, 
beloved of the Lord, becauſe God _ from the Beginning choſen 

= you 


- *. 


e 550 
— to Ei thro' ion of the Spirit, and Belief of 
the Truth. 2 n. n 
The Work of Mortification of Sin is attributed to the Holy 
Gheſt, Rom. viii. 13. Holineſs of Heart and Life, and rhe 
Concomirants thereof are by him, Gal. v. 24, 25. The Fruit of 
the Spirit, is Love, Joy, Peace, Long-ſuffering, Gentleneſs, Goodneſs, 
Faith, Meekneſi, Temperance; agamſt ſuch there is no Law, Ang 
they that are Chriſt's, have crucified the Fleſh with the Affection: 
and Luſis, If we live in the Spirit, let us alſo walk in the Spirit. 

They who are profuſe in their deciding theſe Things, may 
do well ro enquire whether they are Partakers of that Holi- 
neſs, which is truly Evangelical, Tit. iii. 5, 6. Not by Works of | 
Righteouſneſs, which we have done; but according to his Mercy, be | 
faved us by the waſhing of Regeneration, and — the Holy | 
Ghoſt, which be ſhcd on us abundantly, thro' Fefus Chriſt our Sa- 
viour. 

Agreeable to this, we find the Collect for the Narivity. Al- 
* mighty God, who haſt given us thy only begotren Son, ro 
* take our Nature upon him,and as at this Time ro be born of 
* a pure Virgin; grant that we being Regenerate, and made 
thy Children by Adoption, and Grace, may daily be renew d 
* by thy Holy Spirit, thro' rhe ſame Lord Jeſus Chriſt, who 
* liveth and reigneth with Thee, and the ſame Spirit, ever 
* one God, World without end, Amen. 

2. The denying the Doctrine of the Trinity, does alſo hin- 
der our believing his Operations, as a Comforter. 

This Title he has given to him, hm xv. 7. the inward q 
Senſe of our Reconciliation to God, is from the Holy Spirit, / 
Rom. v. 5. Becauſe the Love of God is ſhed 'alroad in our Hearts, 
by the Holy Ghoſt, which is given to us. He is repreſented as 
Witneſſing our Adoption, Rom. viii. 15. by which ir appears, 

chat the Doctrine of the Trinity, is not an unprofitable or uſe- 
leſs Speculation, but that which cafts a favourable Aſpect on 
that religious Obedience, which the Redeemed are to offer by 
the · Aſſiſtance of Divine Grace, to the eternal Father, ever 
bleſſed Son, and moſt Holy Spirit, to whom they are dedicated 
in Baptiſm. | 

In the Collect for the Monday in Whitſun-Week, God, who 
* as at this Time did teach the Hearts of thy faithful People 
by the ſending to them the Light of thy Holy Spirit; grant 
* us by the ſame Spirit to have a right Judgment of all Things, 
* and evermore ro rejoice in his Holy Comfort, thro' the Me- 
t rits of Chriſt Jeſus our Saviour, who liveth and __ 
"i, „ WI 


| ken hw as 


Tera. AY £m 


. with Thee, in the 4. rhe ſame Spirit, one God, 
World without End. Amen. vent 25 
Nor is this the only Argument to prove the Neceſſity of 
believing the Doctrine of the Trinity, I would gdefire that it 
may farther be confiderd, , FF 01 

5. That by which Chriſtians, are diſtinguiſhed from Tufi- 
dels, is a Fut ntal Article of Faith, neceſſary to Salva- 


tion. | 
Bur the Article of the Trinity is that by which Chriſtiant 
are diſtinguiſhed from Infideſs, I preſume, I ain dfifcourfi 
with them, who own that a Criſtian is to be diſtinguiſned 
from an Heathen, or an Infidel. What is publickly owned as a 
Principle, that is to be embraced by all who belong to the E- 
ſtabliſned Church of England, is nor eafily ro be confured. 
* They alſo are to be had accurſed, that preſume to ſay, 
* that every Man ſhall be ſaved, by the Law or Sect whi 
yt * he profeſſes, ſo that he be diligent to frame his Life to that 
ro Law, and the Light of Nature, for Holy Scripture doth ſee - 
of out unto. us, only the Name of Jeſus Chriſt, whereby Men 
de * muſt be ſaved. 
d I {till proceed on the Suppoſition, that the Scriptures are of 
ho Divine Original, and that what they declare to be' neceſſary 
er to Salvation, is ſo, Fohn v. 39. Search the Scriptures, for in 
th ye think ye have ue Lije, nd they ne dg which refit 
Nc of me, * 

John xx. 31. But theſe are written, that ye wighe believe thas - 
rd Jeſus is the Chriſt, the San of God, and that by believing, ye might 
it, have Life thro' bis Name. | 
 Heathens, Mabome tant and Fews, own the Exiſtence of God, 
as as might eaſily be ſhown, were It requiſite in this Place. 
rs, Heathens did, or might know the Exiſtence of God, who is 
. Jt, Panter of Wickedneſs, as well 3s Good, and a Bene- 
on ee | 
But the ine of the Trinity was not diſcovered by the 
'er Light of Nature, and whether it could be ſo, may juſtly be 
ed doubted. And the Scriprures declare the Gentiles are "Avi, 

without Cod in the World, becauſe without Chi, Eph. ii. 12. 
ho He that is deſtitute of the Knowledge of Chriſt the Son of 
God, he is without God, deſtitute of the true Knowledge of 
anc the true God, Gal. Iv. 7, 8, Wherefore thou art no more 4 Servant 
gs, ff % « Sen; and if « Son, then an Heir of Gd, thro' Feſus Chriſt: 
le. Howbeit then, when ye ew not God, ye did Service to them, which 
eh ©) Nature are not Gods. 


2 Job 


(44) | 
I Jobn il, 22. Who 3s 4 Liar, but be that denicth thet Fefi it 
the Chriſt ? He is Antichriſt that denieth the Father, and the Son. 
Upon this Principle, the Scriprpre declares, 1 Fobn v. 11, 
12, 13. And this is the Record that God bath given to us et 
Life, and this Life is in his Son; be that hath the Son, hath Life, 
and be that hath not the Son of God, bath not Life ; _ Things 
have I written unto you, that believe on the Name of the Son of 
God, thet you may know that ye have eternal Life, and that ye may 
believe on the Name of the Son of God. | 

He then, who is ignorant of the Son, hath not a ſaving | 
Knowledge (fo I venture to call it) of the Father, conſequent- 
ly has nor ſuch a Knowledge of God, as is requiſite 0 Mae 
guiſh him from Infidels, | 

6. 6. In a Word, he that is ignorant of the Doctrine of the 
Trinity, is ignorant of the whole Method of Salvatjon, as re- 
vealed in the everlaſting Goſpel. | 

The denying of ir overthrows the whole Oeconomy of the 
Covenant of Redemption, and of Grace. The 7 * re- 
veals, that Death and Miſery are come on all the Poſterity of 
Adam, Eph. ii. 1, 2. Rom. v. 12. and were the Scripture ſilent, 

er the Thing is too viſible to be concealed, that Men are mi- 
rable and obnoxious ro Death. Divine Revelation informs 
that no Man can be delivered from God's Wrath, ro whi 
[* are expoſed, bur by Feſus Chriſt, 1 The. I. 10. an 
this Salvation by Jeſus Chriſt is granted ro none bur thoſe 
who believe on him, Fobn ili. 36. 

The Caſe ſtands thus: God hath determined that without 
Satisfaction made to his Juſtice, there ſhould be no Remiſſion 
of Sin, nor Deliverance from the Kingdom of Satan. With- 
our Faith on Chriſt, there is no Title granted tp this Satisfacti- 
on _—_ he has made, and the Redemptipn which he has pur- 
E x 

He who hath not the Knowledge of Chriſt, neither doth, 
nor can believe on him; he who believes not the Gogd-head of 
Chriſt, and conſequently the Trinity, cannot be ſaid to rake 
the Meaſures, neceſſary to his having a Title to what Chriſt 
hath done and ſuffered, as a compleat Atonement for Sin, 
and a Purchaſe of eternal Life. Epb i. 5, 6. having predeſiind- 
ted us to the Adoption of Children, by Feſus Chriſt bimſelf, accord- 
ing #0 the good Pleaſure of his Will, to the Praiſe of the Glory of 
bis Grace, whereby be bath made us accepted in the Beloved, in 
whom we have Redemption thro' bis Blood, the Forgiveneſs of Sins, 
according to the Riches of bis Grace, Ws LEY 


2 * 
*. 
% 


Now, 


Trath of the Seripiar - | 
imſelf from the Jews, if he 
y he doth exclude himſelf 


„and ro that eternal Life, 
which Chriſt's Righ haſed. 


purc Ae 
Tertullian diſpuring againſt Patripaſſiani, having ſhewn that 
the Son did ſuffer, becauſe that 22 Croſs, he ſaid, my 
God! my God! Why haft forſaken me ? This ſaith Tur. 
tullian, was the Voice of the Man, not of the Word, nor of 
the Spirit. Therefore it was uttered, that ho might ſhew that 
Os the A elle thought; when be läd, the Farber ſpared 

e t. w ald, a 

not the Son. — him, Eſaias, And r- 
for our Iniquiries : ſo the Father forſook him, when he did not 
ſpare him, and ſo whilſt he delivered him for our Sins, ro be 
forſook of the Farber, was for the Son to die. The Son was to 

die, and to be raiſed according to the Scriptares, by the Fa- 
cher; the Son aſcends into the Heighths of the Heavens, who 
alſo deſcended into the Lowermoſt Parts of the Earth: He 
firs at the Right Hand of the Father; the Father does nor 
fir at his own Right Hand. * 14 | * 
a gy when he was ſtoned, faw him ſtanding at the Righr 
Hand of God, and there will he fit until the Father have 
brought all his Enemies under his Feet. 


He is to come in the Clouds, in like Manner as he aſcended. 
Having diſcourſed to this Effect, he ſabjoins rheſe Words. 
ur Hic interim acceptum 4 Patre munus effudit Spiritum Sanflun, 
on * tertium Nomen Divmitatis, & tertium gradum Majeftatis, mur 
the © Predicatorem Monarchie, ſed & Oeconamiæ Interpretatorem, Ser- 
di- * moneq, nove prophetiæ, ejus admiſerit & deductorem omnis veri- 
ur- * rtatis _ in Patre, filie, & ſpiritu ſancto, ſecundum Chriſtia- 
num Jacramentum. Caterum judaice fidei ia res, fi unum Daum 
th, * credere ut Filium ad numerare ei nolis, & poſt filium, Spiritum. +- 
of * Quid enim erit inter nos & illos niſi differentia iſta? Quid opus 
t evangelii, que eft ſubſtantia novi Teſtamenti, Statuens Legem & 
ſt ? prophetas uſque ad Joannem, ſi non exinde Pater & Filius & 


Spiritus tres crediti mum Deum ſiſtums? Sic Deus voluit 
* Novare Sacramentum, & nove unus crederetur per filium & ſpi- 
* ritum, ut coram jam Deus in ſuis propriis nominibus N perſonis 
* cognoſceretur, qui © retrs per Filium & Spiritum pradicatus non 
* intelligebatur. Viderint igitur Antichriſti, qui negant Fame 
* & filium. Negant enim Patrem, dum eundem Alien dice ; 

negent filium, dum eundem Patrem credunt, dando illis 

que non ſunt, aufermdo que ſunt, Qui vers _ 
* © Chriſtam 
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169 
* im filium Dei, uon Patrom, Deus in illo manet, Gn in 
« Deo. Nos credimus Teftimonio Dei, gun teſtatus oft de Filip — 
* qui filium non Huber, nec vitam habet, non autem Filium, gui 4 
« alium, quem ſilium, credit, Advert, Prax. C. go, 
Ir is foreign to the Purpoſe, to ſay that Terrullian was — 
n Menenmiſt, ſince he fell in with them, in no Point chat con- | 
— Senſe of the Catholic Church, 5 in the Article of 
Trim 
Thar which 1 bring the Quorgion for, is to hew, that a 
| Man is. not ro be diſtinguiſhed from an Infidel Few, tho he 
holds the Bible to be of Divine Original, if yet he deny the 
Article of the Trinity. 
Moreover, by denying — Trinit they do overthrow the 
Doctrine of the Application of Redemption by the Pie of of 
God ; Who by the Goſpel enlighrens the Mind, perſwades 
the il to — with the Terms of Salvation, offered 
aud by a Redeemer. The Way to anſwer this, which I 5 
ſiome have talen, is to charge it wich R. and to make 
it nothing berter than x ' 
If Men have ſo litile of Religion, as im ſcoff ar the Scri 
tures, and Dodtrines contained therein, kr is not to be 23 
— — have ſo much good Manners, as to regard what 


is profeſed with che greateſt Solemniry by uhe Lill fe 


. ColleRt for the Sunday after Chriftmals, if, 

* Almighty God, who haſt given us thine only Begotten Son; 
to rake our Nature upon him, and as at this Time to be born 
of a pure Virgin; grant that we being Regenerate, and made 
* thy Children by Adoption and Grace, may be daily renews 
ed by thy Holy Spirit, chro the ſame, our Lord Jeſus. * 
who liveth and reigneth with Thee and WAP ſame. Spirit, e- 
ver one God, World without End, 

I ſhall take Notice of another Coled, that "that for the Thurs | in 
Phitfun-WWeek, 

God, who as at this Time, did'ſt reach the Hearts of thy 
faithful People, by the ſending to them the Light of thy 
* Holy Spirit 3 grant us by the ſame Spirit to have à ri 
4 — in all Things, and evermore to rejoyce in his 
Holy Comfort, thro the Merits of Chriſt Jeſus Our Saviour, 
* who liveth and reigneth with Thee, in the Unity of the 
* ſame Spirit, one God, World without „ Amen. | 
Ir is nor my Buſineſs, in this Place, to agimadvert on any 
ſſoon Writer, who ridicules the D-trines, and the Terms, u- 

to expreſs the Doctrine which is of the greateſt Wag, 
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R — — 
«' Almighty and everlaſting: God, who hat — 
thy Servants rr 
* knowledge the Glory of the eternal Trinity, and in the 
« Power of the Divine Majeſty, ro worſhip the Unity; we 
+ beſeech thee, that thou would'ſt keep us ſtedfaſt in this 
Faith, and evermore defend us from all Adverſities, who live 
i eſt and reigneſt, ane God, World wiztour End; Aves, Coll 
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CHAP. V. 2 


Obi confider'd. F. 1.. Of the Doftrine — 
prehenfible ; the __ has been in the Church Time 
immemorial. 5. 2. Of its implying a Contradiftion: 
2 3. 272 of Explications. F. 4. A Sophiſm anſwers 
of the Word Trinity not being in Scripture, 
4 the Morali 2 5 the Anti · trinitarians. 5. 57 
Se, fo om 1 Cor. viii. 4, & c. anſwered, 8 | 
2 =} 2. 6.0.4 Ag v. 7. confidered, B 
ell, R. Stephans, Luther, Tyndal, Biſbop Scillings 
fleet. F. 10. Dr. Wallis, bis n J 


5. 1. H ien to eſtabliſh what I propoſed, K 
now conſider, u hat Objections may be made 
againſt this Doctrine. If nothing is to be — as true, but 


What can have no Exceptions made againſt it, there will be lit- 


tle or nothing received of either Natural or Revealed Religion. 
As to the former, that Fundamental Principle, there is 4 God, 
has been denied, and conſequently his Provideace, and the 
Worſhip due to him. As to the latter, ſome deny the Scrip- 
tures, and make the Goſpel a mere Fable, and raiſe Excepti- 
ons agaiaſt each of the Articles of the Creed. We are not, 
therefore, to renounce an Article of Faith, becauſe oppoſed ; 
bur are to conſider what may be ſaid, in Anſwer ro. the Ob- 
jections of thaſe, who are otherwiſe minded. 


I ſhall begin with a very plauſible Objection agaiaſt wha, I 
_ove advanced. 5 


I fay, to damn them for nt believing Ar2 

| cannor hend. : 

To which I anſwer, the Article is not of my making; but 
the Church bach been in Puſſeſſion of ir; from Time inme- 


fons in the Godhead was known. We read of God, and of 
the Spiri as creating the World, Gen. i. 2. and 26: 
God Let Us Man. It conld not be ſpoken to An- 


5 


unleſs you attribute Omnnipotency to them, and ſo make 
be rhe Creator of Adam; which is, on no Account, 


&, Get. iii. 24. The Lord God ſaid, behold, Man ir bes 
One of Us, % know Good and Evil. God . ro 
ho are his Equals, whom Man affected to be like, and 
Gen. xi. 6, 7. Jebovab (aid, Ga And let us go down, &c. 
is no Mention made of Angels. 
Now, it will be bard to aſſign 4 ſatisfying Reaſon, wi, 
God ſhould uſe this Language, unleſs it be to intimate 4 Plu- 
rality of Perſons. To ſay, that God ſpeaks thus, for the ſake 
of his Glory, as Kings and Emperors do uſe the Plural Num- 
ber, will nor help the Matter. For, befides the Idiotiſm of 
Hebrew Tongue, will not admit of this Inſinuation: It is 
le ro argue from the Modern Cuſtom of Princes, to prove 
this was the ancient Way of ſpeaking ; for the moſt haughry 
Princes ſpake of themſelves, and were ſpoken unt in the Sin- 
Number. Exod. v. 2. And Pharaoh ſaid, Who i. — 
wah ? Thar I ſhould obey bis Voice, to let Iſrael go, I know 
not, Ge. Thus Nebuchadneqzer, Dan. ii. 3, 4. Be if God 
F thus, on the Account of his Glory; ir would follow, 
he would always do ſo; bur the contrary is evident. Nay, 
it would be ſo far from advancing his Glory, that it doth plain- 
ly give Occafion ro the Church, — chand is a Plurali- 
t of Perſons in the Godhead, and would occaſion his parting 
with that Glory; which he declares he will not renounce, ſeil. his 
ing the One only God, Iſai. ali. $. if there was not a Plurall- 
Perſons in the God-head.. | 
David did acknowledge God, as the Creator, P/al xix. 1, 2; 
He owned God the Son, as his Lord, Pſal. cx. 1, &c. and that 
he (i. e. the Son or A.) was the Creator, Pſal, xxxiii. 6. 
the Word of Febovah, were the Heavens made, and all the 
of them, by the Spirit [ Beruach] of his Mouth. Com- 
pare this with ebm I. 2. - | 
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every where preſent. It cannot be deny d, that Omnipreſence 
is a Perfection belonging to the One only living and true God, 
Pſal. cxxxix. 7. 

As to rhe New Teſtament, ſo many Texts have our of ir been 
offered, that, as I judge, ir will be needleſs ro repeat them, 
or add any more, in this Place. 

And that ir hath been the Faith of the Chriſtian Church, 
from the Apoſtles down to the Nicene Council, I am ſatisfy d 
may be made evident, and I may elſewhere, if God pleaſe, 

t this Matter in a clear Light. 

This Article being thus tranſmitted, it will be hard to cen- 
ſure them, who have believed it, having learned to Captivate 
their N to the Obedience of Faith, as if they were Fools, 
or worſe. 


But ſtill ir is urged, the Matter is what no Man can com- 


d. For my part, I never ſaid any Man could compre- 
| end it, Nor do they, wha hold the Trinity, ſay it is compre- 
henſible by Humane Reaſon. 
| I muſt confeſs, I do nor admire them for” Men of grear 
" M1 Reaſon, much leſs as Maſters of Reaſon, who aſſert there is 
nothing myſterious in Chriſtianity. 


2 who worſhipped an unknown God, that was a Stranger to 
them. 

What the Eſſence of the ſelf.exiftent Being is, we have no 
Idea, neither is it, at all, poſſible to comprehend. And if we 
cannot have it of his Eſſence, why ſhould we reject the Do- 
Qrine of the Trinity, becauſe incomprehenfible ? 

God's Preſcience is not to be deny d, but how to compre- 
hend it, is beyond the Skill of Humane Intellect. 

Shall we deny God's Providence, becauſe we cannot com- 
prehend it? Ecclef. viii, 16, 17. Shall we ſay that God is not 
Omnipreſent, becauſe we cannot comprehend ir ? 

Or deny his Eternity, becauſe we cannot comprehend it ? 
To ſay, we have an Adequate Idea of Eternity, becauſe we ap- 
prehend ir is incomprehenſible, is bur owning that we cannot 
com d it: notwithſtanding we believe it. 

Now, if we believe theſe Things, notwithſtanding we can- 
not comprehend them, why ſhould we reject the Doctrine of 
the Trinity, becauſe we cannot comprehend it? What ſaith 


Heaven ? Or deſcended ? Who hath gathered the Wind in hi Fiſt ? 
Who bath bound the Waters in 4 * Who hath eſtabli 


Is another Pſa be ſpeaks of God the Hely Spirit, as being 


Such Men, when they deify Reaſon, they do as the Abi. 


the Holy Volume? Prov. xxx. 3, 4. ho hath aſcended up into 
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ys 


(50) | 
all the Ends of the Earth? What js his Name And what is bis 
Son's Name ? If thou can'ſt tell. If you ask, why, if in the 
God-head there be Three Perſons, and each Perſon be God, 
there do not belong alſo ro each of them Three Perſons, it is 
anſwered, “ the Scripture has revealed the Divine Nature, as 
being thus common to the Three, and to no more; for that 
Reaſon we ought to be ſatisfied, unleſs we are ſo vain as to 

| ſer up our private Opinions, in Oppoſition ro Divine Revela- 
tion, | 
§. 2. Bur others go further, and charge the Def&rine of the 
Trinity with Self. contradiction. How do they prove what 
they ſay ? Why, they cannot conceive how Three ſhould be 
On 


E. 

The Anſwer is, We do not ſay that One God is Three Gods: 
But that in the Ged. head there are Three, who are the Father, 
the Sin, and the Holy Gboſt. And what Contradiction is there 
in ſaying, that what is One abſolutely, may be Three, as to the 
Manner ef ſubſifting ? 718 

Take a Cube, and you will find in it Length, and Breadih, 

and Depth, yer theſe Three are but One, For here are Three 
local Dimenſions, truly diſtinguiſned from each other, really, 
not imaginarily, and yet the Cube is but One. If any One of 
the Three Dimenſions were wanting, it were not a Cube. There 
is therefore, (ſaith Dr. Wallis in his Letter of Trinity, &c.) no 
Inconfiſtency, that what in one Regard are Three, (Three Di- 
menſions) may in another Regard be ſo united, as to be bur 
One [Cube J. And if it may be ſo in Corporeals, much more 
may it be in Spirituals. | 

To ſay, it is impoiſible for the eternal Father ro beget, from 
Erernity, his Glory, Majeſty, Deiry ; is only Boldneſs, not 
Depth of Underſtanding. Let it be demanded, whether it 
could be communicated, or could noc? If you ſay ir could 
not, you ought ro prove by the Scripture, that God the Fa- 
ther could nor communicate a Divine Perſonality ro his Son. 

But this you cannot prove, ſince the Scripture declares that 

Chriſt is God, the only Begotten of the Father, and the expreſs I- 
mage of bis Perſon, 

He that could of Nothing create an whole World, could 

of his own Subſtance beget a Son, and communicate all his 
Glory and Majeſty to him, without Diviſion or Partition, If 
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(51 N 
he could, why ſhould we not believe that he hath, when 
the Scriprure affirms all the Perfections of the eternal Being to 
belong co the Son ? This is eſtabliſhed by our being obliged 
ro believe in Cbriſt. He that doth fo, hath eternal Life; he 
that does not believe, the Wrath of God remains on him: Ir 
follows, that Chriſt is God, as truly as the Father, 

There being then no evident Impoſſibility in the Doctrine of 
the Trinity, and a certain Poiſibility, we ought to be deter- 
mined, by whar the Holy Scriptures do declare, 

In intelligent Beings, ro BE, to NOV, and to DO, 
are certainly diſtinct each from the other. To be, is nor the © 
ſame as to know, and to do, is different from them both. For 
a Man may be, and may know, what he doth not do. 

But do the Objectors know what they talk about? Can 
they tell what the Eſſence of the Divine Being is? They may 


- do well ro proceed modeſtly in the affirming any thing abour 

x what they never ſaw, and about which, their moſt raiſed  _-” 
Thoughts fall infinitely ſhort of framing an Adequate Idea. Il 

| do not obſerve, that, what I have, here, cited out of Dr. 

's Walls, has been ſo much as touched on, much leſs anſwered 

0 by any Authors of the current Century. 

: © ] add, When ro Demonſtration on the one Side, there are 

* oppoſed on the other, only Objections raiſed from our 

8 * want of haying Adequate Ideas of the Things themſelves, 

q * this ought not ro be eſteemed a real Difficulry. * , 

45 $. 3. Nor ought the Variety of Explications, which they, 


1 who defend the Doctrine of the Trinity, uſe, be admitted as 
an Objection. | | 

Is ir a Fault only in one Party to uſe Variety of Expreſſions, 

" in treating on a Subject ? Or do not the Artitrinitariens dif- 

fer as much in their Explications? Or are they all agreed in 

* what they would have inſtead of the Trinity ? No certainly, 

as ſhall be ſhewn in the Sequel. 

50 Different Men, in the ſame, as well as in different Ages, 

have very differently expreſſed themſelves, according to the 

ry Diverſity of their Sentiments about Perſonality, and the parti- 

7 cular Diſtinction of the Three Perſons among themſelves. Is 

1d it not ſo in the moſt obvious Things in the World? As in 

| Place, Time, Space, Motion, Shall we not agree, that Firs 

if doth conſume Wood, until all Men agree, what is the Figure 
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(5) 
of the fiery Atoms, which enter into the Wood, and convert 
ſome Part to Aſh es, ſome to Smoak, ſome ro Flame ? 
How unaccountable is it, to expect that all Men ſhould a- 
gree to expreſs their Thoughts of God, in the ſame Mamer, 
as to exclude all Variety of Phraſe ? Beſides, in ſuch a Caſe, 
wherein we have none but figurative Words to expreſs our 
Notions, it is not ſtrange, that one Man ſhould uſe one Meta- 
phor, another uſe a different one, according as their Fancies 
| ſerve. 88 7 
Thus far it may be owned, (I ſuppoſe) that the Orthodox 
are agreed, that between theſe Three, which the Scripture 
| calls the Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt, there is a Diſtin- 
Aion greater than that of the Divine Attributes, but not ſo as 
to be Three Gods ; and this Diſtinction they have ſeen fir to de- 
note by the Word Hypeſtaſis, or Perſon. HOUR 72. 
They alſo agree that One of theſe Three Perſons, vix. The 
Son, or Word, did take to himſelf an Humene Nature. But as 
to the particular Mode, or Manner, how either of theſe Na- 
tures are unired, and how rheſe Three Perſons are diſtinguiſh» 
ed, each from the other, we may, without Diſparagemenr, be 
content to be ignorant, further than God has been pleaſed to 
reveal it to us. Nor are we obliged to call any Man Father, 
upon Earth; but Learned Men are to be regarded, as far as 
. they ſpeak the Senſe of the Scriprures. 
. 4. Ir is further urged, that by Dint of Argument, the Ar. 
ticle of the Trinity may be overthrown, "5 8 
s For, ſay wp Pump 1g pr; the Father : Chriſt is the on- 
ly true God; therefore Chriſt is the Father. But this is only to 
ſport themſelves with a caprious $y/logiſm, which if every 
Man cannot anſwer, yet he ought not to reject the Doctrine 
of the Trinity, which is not overthrown The An- 
ſwer to this Sephi/m, is, that in a Categorical Syllogiſm, the major 
Propeſition ought not to be particular, nor equipollent to a Par- 
ticular, For from ſuch a Propofition,, when any thing com- 
municable ro more, is the Subject of it, and is reſtrained to 
one Particular, nothing can be inferred in rhe Concluſion, 
But ſuch is the Propoſition here; the only true God is the F- 
ther, it is a particular Propoſition, when the Subject is reſtrain- 
ed to a ſingular or individual Predicate, tho in ir ſelf communi- 
cable ro more. Now the tion being ſo made particular, 
the Terms of the Subject? and Pradicate, are ſuppoſed recipro- 
; 35 


2 
o 


U 
* 
I 
3 
1 


88 men 
* - *% — 
e + a v* 


oe 
— 


* Dr. Owen of Trinity. P. $4. 


cal, 


S999 


- 


e "IM 
Vs, Ie and the Father, are the ſume, which iy fulſe. 
nleſs ir be firſt proved; that the Name of God is communis 
cable ro no more, or no other than is the other Term, F As 
THE R, which to ſuppoſe, is to beg che Queſtion. For the o. 
ly true Gad hath a larger Significarion, than the Term F A- 
THER, or SON. So that tho' the only true God be the 
FATHER, yet every One who is the true God, is not the 
FATHER, Seeing then, that the Name God here, ſupplies 
the Place of a Species tho' it be abſolutely ſmgular, and 
and cannot be multiplied, yer in Reſpect of Communication 


it is otherwiſe, it is communicated to more, [or is common tio 


more] viz, the Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt, Therefore 
if any thing be intended ro be proved from hence, the Pro 
tion muſt be ry rs according ro what the Subject requirey, 
as capable of municarion, or Attribution ro more than 
One, as thus, I boſocver is the only true God, is the Father, Which 


There is ſuch a ſort of Sophiſm, from the Equality of the Son” ” 
with the Father; to clear which, I defire ir may be obſerved, / 
chat Equality, ftrictiy ſpeaking, is not an eſſential Ai of 
God. It not being any thing abſolute, not in the Abſtrack 
prædicated of God, yet it is, when ſpoken of Chriſt, reduced 
into a ſuirable Rank of Arguments, on Account of its Fou. 
dation, For Equality is a Relation between Two or more, 
that are equal. The Foundation of this Relation of Equality be. 
tween the Father and Son, is the Unity, of Oneneſs of Power, 
Wiſdom, and of the Divine Efſence it ſelf. For the Son is 
equal to the Father, in Power aud Wiſdom, becauſe be hath 
the ſame Eſſence, having all Things that the Faber Hath, ex- 
cept the particular Perſonal Property. The Divine Efſehice be. 
ing infinite, moſt ſimple and uncompounded, therefore rhe” 
Son of God is either intirely to the Father, or in u 
wiſe ; for he cannot be ſaid to be in part equal, in part uns- 
qual; if he is in the leaſt unequal, he is in wo manner ; 
becauſe the Divine Efſence is uncpmpounded; and vie" 
ded, and God's Attributes are nor Accidents in him, bot bis 
very Eſſence : when therefore Chriſt is faid to be equi f 

the Name of God is to be taken Hypoſtetically for che 
Perſon of the Father. The —ů are Guilty 
of Paralegixiag, when they argue tu, He who li equial't# God, 


it not God himſelf. But Chriſt is equal to God, therefore Chriſt. 
i: not God bimſelf. 

For this only can fairly be deduced ; that Chriſt is not the 
Father, yer he is the only true God with the Father. Or be 
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Propoſition the Antitrinitarians ſhall never be able to E 
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of the Gery Aioms, which enter into-jthe Wood, and copvere 


ſome Part to Aſhes, ſome to Smoak, ſome to Flame ? 


How unaccountable is it, to expect that all Men ſhould a- 


gree to expreſs their Thoughts of God, in the ſame Manner, 
as to exclude all Variety of Phraſe ? Beſides, in ſuch a Caſe, 
wherein we have none bur figurative Words to expreſs our 
Notions, it is not ſtrange, that one Man ſhould uſe one Meta- 
phor, another uſe a different one, according as their Fancies 
| ſerve e 7 

Thus far it may be owned, (I ſuppoſe) that the Orthodox 
are agreed, that between theſe Three, which the Seripture 


calls the Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt, there is a Diſtin- 


Aion greater than that of the Divine Attributes, but not ſo as 
to be Three Gods ; and this Diſtinction they have ſeen fir to de- 
note by rhe Word Hypoſtaſis, or Perſon. n : 
They alſo agree that One of theſe Three Perſons, vix. The 
Son, or Word, did take to himſelf an Humane Nature. But as 
to the particular Mode, or Manner, how either of theſe Na- 
tures are united, and how theſe Three Perſons are diſtinguiſh» 
ed, each from the other, we may, without Diſparagement, be 
content to be ignorant, further than God has 
reveal it ro us. Nor are we obliged ro call any Man Father, 
upon Earth; but Learned Men are to be regarded, as far ay 
they ſpeak the Senſe of the Scriprures. 
J. 4. Ir is further urged, that by Dint of 
ticle of the Trinity may be overthrown. 


ly true God; therefore Chriſt is the Father. But this is only to 
ſport rhemſelves with a caprious $y/logiſm, which if every 
Man cannot anſwer, yet he ought not to reject the Doctrine 
of the Trinity, which is not overthrown thereby. The An- 
ſwer to this Sephiſm, is, that in a Categorical Syllogiſm, the major 
Propoſition ought not to be particular, nor equipollent to a Par- 
ticular. For from ſuch a Propofition, when any thing com- 
municable ro more, is the Subject of it, and is reſtrained to 
one Particular, nothing can be inferred in rhe Concluſion, 
But ſuch is the Propoſition here; the only true God is the Fa- 
ther, it is a particular Propoſition, when the Subject is reſtraĩn- 
ed to a ſingular or individual Predicate, tho' in ir ſelf communi- 
cable to more. Now the tion being ſo made particular, 

the Terms of the Subje# and Pradicate, are ſuppoſed recipro- 


— 


* Dr. Owen of Trinity. P. 34. 


en pleaſed to. 


Argument, the Ar- 
For, ſay they, * The only true Gad is obe Rather: Chrifh &r the ans" 
[4 


* 
r e _a am ami. . oa oO. cn gm wm aA 4a «S 6 2@ #dve Sa 4a ea X& 


n 


Sr = Crocco 


"TW#- - 

8 and the Father, are the ſame, which iy falfe. 

nleſs it be firſt proved, that the Name of G is communis 
cable ro no more, or no other than is the other Term, F As 
THER, which to ſuppoſe, is to beg che Queſtion. For the ons 
ly true Gad hath a larger Signification, than the Term F A- 
THER, or SON. So that rho' the only true God be the 
FATHER, yet every One who is the true God, is not the 
FATHER, Seeing then, that the Name God here, ſupplies 
the Place of a Species, tho' it be abſolutely ſmgular, and One, 
and cannot be multiplied, yet in Reſpect of Communication 
it is otherwiſe, it is communicated to more, [or is common to 
more] viz, the Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt, Therefore, 
if any thing be intended to be proved from hence, the Pro 
tion muſt be expreſſed according to what the Subject requires, 
as capable of munication, or Attribution to more than 
One, as thus, V Hhoſoever is the only true God, is the Father, Which 
Propoſition rhe Antitrinitarians ſhall never be able to 8 

There is ſuch a ſort of Sophiſm, from the Equality of the Son 
with the Father ; to clear which, I defire it may be obſerved, 
that Equality, ſtrictly ſpeaking, is not an eſſential Attribute of 
God. Ir not being any thing abſolute, not in the Abſtrack 

icated of God, yet it is, when ſpoken of Chriſt, reduced 

into a ſuirable Rank of Arguments, on Account of its Foun- 
dation. For Equality is a Relation between Two or more, 
that are equal. The Foundation of this Relation of Equality be- 
rween the Father and Son, is the Unity, of Oneneſs of Power, 
Wiſdom, and of the Divine Efſence it ſelf. For the Son is 
equal to the Father, in Power aud Wiſdom; becauſe he bath 
the ſame Eſſence, having all Things that the Faber hath, ex- 
cept the particular Perſonal Property. The Divine Eſſence be. 
ing infinite, moſt ſimple and uncompounded, therefore the 
Son of God is either intirely equal to the Father, or in no 
wiſe ; for he cannot be ſaid to be in part equal, in part une- 
qual; if he is in the leaſt unequal, he is in wo miner & F 
becauſe the Divine Efſence is uncompounded; and vie" 
. ded, and God's Attributes are nor Accidents in him, but hie 
very Eſſence : when therefore Chriſt is ſaid! ro be = 1 

the Name of God is to be taken Hypeſtaricaly for che 
Perſom of the Father. The Phoriniams, „te Guilty 
of Paralegixint, when they argue thus, He who li equial t6 ö 
3s not God himſelf. ut Chriſt is equal to God, therefore Chriſt, 
is not God bimſelf. 

For this only can fairly be deduced ; that Chriſt is not the 
Father, yer he is the only true God with the Father. Or be 
could not be equal to the Father N 


. 
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Such Sepbiſtry is too trifling, to make any Impreſſion on a 
e rH) and a Man who has Leiſure enough to be 
impertinent, may furniſh thoſe who are ignorant of the Rules 
of Logick, with Matter to puzzle, bur nor to inſtruct them. 
They who value ſuch fort of Sophiſms, as have been here re- 
cited, may try their Skill on what follows, 


Infans non fuit Juvenis, 
Senex fuit Infans, 
Ergo, Senex non fuit Fuvenis, 


There is another colluſive Cavil, ſcil, That if each Perſon be 
Ged, then each Perſon is Infinite, and ſo there muſt be Three Infi- 
mites, But each Perſon is Infinite as God. Nor does it fol- 
low, that the Father, Son, and Holy Spirit are Three Finites, 
that make up an Infinire. Bur Finite and Infinite, are Pro- 

erties of Beings, not of the Manner of ſubſiſting of any 

bing: the Nature of each Perſon is infinire, and ſo is each 
Perſcn, becauſe of that Nature. As to the Manner of their 
Subſiſtence, Finite or Infinite, cannot be ſpoken, any further 
than to ſay, an infinite Being doth thus ſubliſt, E Owen, p. $1. 

Human Underſtanding cannot full, conceive how the erers 
nal Being is. iafinirtely wiſe, powerful, c. yer the Thing js 
wr 1 be denied, that God is eternal, infinitely wile and pow. 
er 

5. 5. To proceed in conſidering the Objections, which have 
been made. It is ſaid, that the Word Trinity is not in Scripture. 
I might, in ſhorr, anſwer the Objection, and ſay, that I know 
po thar affirms ir is. What then? Why, we ought nor 
to make uſe of Terms which are not in the Scripture. Bur 
do not the A ian uſe the Word u, Why may not rhe 
Chriſtians uſe the Word %wern®-? 

- The Matter may be defended. 

1. As to the Words Trinity, Perſon, Eſſence, if we find the 
Thing or Things thereby intended, the Objectors have little 

to quarrel, except it be for their Diverſion, * We 
read in Scripture of the Deity, or in Engliſh, the God- bead of 
God, Rom. i. 20. and of his Nature, when they are excluded 
from being Objects of religious Reverence and Obedience, 


who are not by Nature Gods, Gal. iv. 8. Now this natural 
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God. head of God, is his Subſtance or Eſſence; With all the Excel- 
lencies that naturally and neceſſarily belong to it, ſuch as 
Eternity, Immenſity, Life, Onmipotence, &c. 4. 

This one Nature, or Subſtance, or Eſſence, as God, is the Na- 
ture, Subſtance and Eſſence of the Father, of the Son, and of the 
* common to all, and the ſame abſolutely in, and ro each 
of them. | 

Conſequently, unro whomſoever theſe Attributes of Onmi- 
potence, Immenſity, &c. do appertain, the erernal God-head 
doth belong. For none can be God, as Father, and Son, and 
Holy Spirit are revealed to be, but by Vertue of this Divine 
Nature and Being. | 29 ; 

2. Furthermore, as in the Explication of all other Divine 
Troths, Uſe is ro be made of ſuch Expreſſions, as, it may be, 
are not contained literally and formally, in the Bible; bur on- 
ly are, to our Apprehenſions, expoſitory of what is contain d 
therein. | 1 

To deny the Liberty and Neceſſity of thus doing, is to de- 
ny all Interpretations of the Scriptures, and all Endeavours to 
expreſs the Senſe of the Words of ir, ſo as to make them in- 
telligible to others. If it be unlawful for me to write what I 
conceive to be the Senſe of the Words of Scripture, and Na- 
ture of the Things ſignified and expreſſed by them, it is un- 
lawful for me alſo ro conceive in my Mind, what is the Senſe 
of the Words, or Nature of the Things; which is to fay, we 
are to make Brutes of our ſelves, and to fruſtrate the whole 
Deſign of Gud, in giving us the. Privilege of his Word. A 
omen Expoſition is to be believed, as containing a Divine 

ruth, . 2 : | 

3. It is impertinent, in this Caſe, to urge that Admonition 
of the Apoſile, 2 Tim. i. 13. Held faſt the Form of ſound Words : 
&c, with what Face can they plead this, who are for run- 
ning down all Models, Forms, and Syſtems of Divinity? They 
cannot but know, that the outward Form of ſpeaking, which 
is ſo confined to Scripture Words, as nor to allow any other. 


but them, is not the Term of ſound Words, bur the Doctrine 


contained in them, is ſo, For at this Rate of arguing, we 
muſt have neither Sermons, nor Comments on Texts of Scrip- 
ture, nor any reading of the Bible, bur in the Original, He- 
brew, Chaldaic and Greek Languages. 

4. The Heterodoxy, which is refer'd unto, 1 Tim. vi. 3. re- 
ſpects not the MWordi, by which a Doctrine is ex , bur 
the reaching Things inconſiſtent with, or diverſe from the 
Faith delivered ro the Saints, Jude 3. It is a needleſs Obje- 


ction, 


nnn ought to be believed in order to 


< 
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Learned Man expreſſes himſelf, © Nothing is 
hat God bath made ſo: Nothing 


„ 


„ 


. 

0 ſelves and others, and in ſuch Explications, there is 
do Hurt in ufing (nay, Men cannot but uſe) unſeriptural Ex- 
* preſſions, I cannot think that what is added, is to be admit- 
ted ; that all ſuch Explications, ought to be looked on only 
as Humane Opinions, not as of Authority to determine Mens 
Faith, but as Aſſiſtances to convince their Reaſon and Judg- 


Meat. 

F. 6. It is alſo pleaded, that none ought to be cenſured for 
Heterodoxy in Belief, provided they obſerve the Rules of Life, 
which are exhibired in the preceptive Part of Chriſtianity, 
I have, in ſome Meaſure, anticipared what may be replied ro 
this Apology, which is made for Men, who believe nor the 
Fundamental Principles of the Faith, (C. 3. f. 10.) 

This notwithſtanding, I have theſe Things to offer. 1. This 
ſort of Talk gives Protection to the Deiſts, who deny reveal- 
ed Religion, and burleſque the Doctrine of the Holy Scripture; 
who yer pretend to practiſe the ſame Things which are re- 

ired in the Bible; and I queſtion not, but that profeſſed A» 
theiſts may live ſoberly, be neither Drunkards, nor Whore- 

z tho' ſome of that Stamp have been noted for their 
living like Brute-Beaſts. And the Truth is, it is not eaſy to 
ſay, what ſhould reſtrain an Atheiſt from the greateſt Villany, 
the Fear of falling into the Hands of Civil Juſtice. 
is Principle that I am impleading, ſweeps in Mabometans 
and Pagens, and is the moſt comprebenſive Thing imaginable. 
Bur whilt they, who hold ir, endeavour to make all Men 
Heirs of Bleſfſedneſs, they do in Effect, exclude rhemſelves 
from the 1 whoſe Principles teach them 
to believe other gü. | 

2. If ir be a Matter of no Moment, what Principles a 
Man embraces, I would ask, whether there be any ſuch Thing 
as a damnable Error > The Scripture aſſures us, there is, 2 Pet. 
ii. 1. and Divine Revelation, ſhews what Danger there is in 
embracing Opinions deſtructive of the Faith, which _ 
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Croſs of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 


' clared by the Apoſtles, if mere Morality would bring a Man to 


You cannot call God your Father, if you love 
John viii. 42. Jeſus ſaid unto them, if God were your Father; ye 
would love me, for I 8 and came from God, neither 
came | of my ſelf, but be ſent nie. 1 John iv. 13, 14, 13. Here- 
by know we, that we dwell in bim, and he in us, becauſe he hath 
given to us bis Spirit; and we have ſcen, and do teſtify, that the Fa- 
ther ſent the Son, to be the Saviour of the World : whoſoever ſhall 
IP Hes of God, God dwelleth in him, and be 
in G | | | 
A Man can have no Evidence of his nce with God; 
in the Obedience he performs, who dorh not believe Chriſt to 
be the Son of God. | Ly 
4. We muſt reject the Scriprures, if we do not hold that a 
Man hath no true Religion, without the Knowledge of Chriſt. 
That which I now aim ar, is ro ſhew that Morality alone will 
not ſecure immortal Glory ro a Man, unleſs we disbelieve 
the Oracles of God. The Apoſtle does make this to be the 
4 3 pur wh Chriftian Religion. _ — 2. — Char ro 
ed nos to any Thing among ſt you, Feſus Chriſt, ; 
crucified, Gal. vi. 14. God forbid that I ſhould glory, ſave in'the 


Phil. ili. 8. Tea doubtleſs, and I count all Things but Loſs, for 
the Excellency of Chriſt Jeſus my Lord, &c. w7 | 
Can we ſuppoſe that ſuch Things ſhould have been de- 


Heaven ? Does not this Principle render the Goſpel unneceſ- 
ſary } Whatever you may think of it, the Goſpel muſt be 
known, or a Man cannot be ſaved, Rom. i. 16. The Goſpel is 
the Power of God to Salvation, to every One that believes, 

And Ignorance of it is followed with Perdition, 2 Cor. iv. 3. 
If our Goſpel be bid, it is hid to them who are loſt, and this not- 
wichſtanding their Morality. 


L — 6.7. 
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F. 9. Ir is moreover pleaded, that the Scriprures are againſt 
the Doctrine of the Trinity, 1 Cor. viii. 4, 5, 6. 4s concerning 
, bherefore the eating of thoſe Things that are offered in Sacrifice to 

Idols, we know that an Idol is nothing in the World, and that there 

is none other God but One; for tho there be that 'are called Gods, 

whether in Heaven, or in Earth, as there be Gods many, and Lords 

many: But to us there is but one God the Father, of whom are all 

nu —p Fey one Lord Jeſus Chriſt, by whom are all Things, aud 

we m. T | x 

Crellius (de uno Deo Pat. C. 2.) inſiſts warmly on this, as an 

Objection againſt the Trinity, Quid clarius dici potuit, ad often» 

dendum Deum illum unicum, neminem eſſe alium preter patrem 

Domini noſtri Jeſu Chriſti, Sc. | 

In Modern Engliſh, * theſe Words are fo expreſs, and full 

* a Declaration of God the Father's being, in Way of Emi- 

* nence, the one God, that there are no poſſible Words, by 

* which ir could have been aſſerted more explicitly. 

1. To this, ir is anſwered. The Apoſtle affirms, there is 

bur One Ged. Who doubts it? This One is joined with the 

Word Ged, in Oppoſition to the idol, falſe, and titular Gods. 

The Apoſtle does evidently exclude all other Gods; but doth 

not deny the Plurality of Perſons in the God-head. In this 

- Place, the Apoſtle diſcourſes of God, in Oppoſition ro other 

Gods; but not in Contradiction to the Son's being God. For 

it is added, And One Lord Feſus Chriſt, by whem are all Things. 

Since be, by whom are all Things, is true God, Rom. ii. 36. 

Bur Jeſus Chriſt is he, by whom are all Things, rherefore 
Jeſus Chriſt is true God. | 

2. This Patſage does no more exclude Chriſt from being 
God, than it excludes the Father from being Lord, by whom 
are al Things. | | * 

Theſe Things, then, are affirmed of One G:d, or One Lord, 
in Oppoſition ro ſtrange Gods, or foreign Lords. But Chriſt 
being called Lord, ſhews his God- head, becauſe, rhe Word 
anſwers to Fehevab, which belongs to none but the ſupreme 
and erernal God. 

$. 8. I might here alſo mention John xvii. 3. And this is 
Life Eternal, that they may know Thee, the only true God, and 1 
Jeſus Chriſt, whom thou haſt ſent. 2 

I have, in ſome Meaſure, anticipated what might have Ge 
been here offered, ro explain this Text, (C. 2. f. 1.)* which 
may be a ſatisfactory Reply ro what Crellius has made bis | hi 
Prime Argument to defend his Aſſertion, that in the God- bead I. 
there is but One Perſen; yer I cannot think it amiſs, to rake 
Nq;ice of what Dr. alli; writes on this Text. The 
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| The great MET | - | 

. a AC." C8 the 2 | ; . | 
| this: If the Father be the only true God, then the Son and - 
? Holy Ghoſt is not God, but the Father only. 4.57) wt. « 
8 To which I ſhall give Three Things in Way of Anſwer. 
. 1. This Argument is a plain Felacy, which they put upon us. 
p For it is nor ſaid, Thee only to be the true God, as if not the 
4 


J 


Son alſo, and Holy Ghoſt were the true God, but the Father 
(only). But know thee, (not thee only, or only thee) to be 
the only true God. The Greek Words require this Tranſlation,  ' 
a bs z, a T e, A Ane, Oase, & z, d=, lern xe, 
— "tis not ei mes v, but ed T nde, Ae, Se. Where the , 
” Article T coming aſtet ob, and before ee, docs detetmime the 
reſtrictive ae, not to be applied to the Subject z, but to the 
u Pradicate dae S,; juſt as in our Engliſh, the Article The, 
< coming between Thee, and only, doth confine the Word Only, not 
Y ro Thee (that went before), but ro true God, which follows; to 
þ know Thee, (not only thee) the only true God; that is, to know. -, 
's | thee to be chat God, beſides which there is no other true God : © | © 
4 which we readily acknowledge and 'profeſs. N 44d 
h And then the Socinian Argument will appear juſt in this 
n Form, The God of Abraham 3s the only true God ; therefore, not 
* the God of Iſaac, nor the God of Jacob. But it is a 
age that the God of I/acc is the ſame with the God of 4 _ 
1 D Gods 2p 26) by, and he IDEN | 
2 likewiſe. de. | | 
2. I ſay further, if ir had been ſaid, as ir is not, Thee only ; 
re pet this would not exclude any, who is the ſame with him, 
| therefore not the Son, nor the Holy Ghoſt, ſince they are one 
"S and the ſame God with him. I and the Farber «re One, John x. 
Mm 30. Theſe Three are One, 1 John v. 7. to which Purpoſe con- 
4 fider what we have, Fer. xvi. 14, 15- and Ch, xxiii. 9,8. 
„ | Bebold the Days come, ſaith the Lord, that it ſhall na more be 
iſt aid, the Lord liverh, thas brought up the Children of Iſrael ons 
id ef the Lend of ; but the Lord liveth, that brought up b 
me Children of Iſrael from the Land of the North, or our — | 
- North Country. | „ 
* Now, we are told by God himſelf, Exed xx. 2, 3. I am the 
nd | Lord thy God, which brought thee out of the Land of Egypt 3 thou 
ſhalt have na other God before me. Shall we argue thus? The © {| 
we God, who brought Iſrael out of Egypr, is the only true God, | 
and we muſt have no other but him, therefore not | 


bis 8 him who brought 1/-ae! out of the North Countries. Ves, ſi 
uy I, him alſo, for the God who brought them our of the 3 North 
| #4), is che ſame God with him who braughr them out of 


I 2 | 


500 


another Charatter, and therefote in having him, we have not 
another God. | 


bere, to know thee only, (if ir had been ſo ſaid, as it is 


So 
2 ir had implied no more, bur thus, not any who is not the | 


i 
8 


with thee, To know thee only (and not any other, 
who is not the ſame God with thee) to be the only true God, 


which, there ſore, would nor exclude the Sen, nor Holy Gboſt, 


who are the ſame God with the Father. 
3. If it had been ſaid, as ir is nor, thee only, as the Socinians 


an eſſential Predication, rather than a Perſonal. 


That is, the Prædicate, true God, is affirmed of him, in re- 


gard of bis Eſſence, rather than of his Perſonality, as belonging 


to the Efſence which is common to the Three Perſens, not as ' 


peculiar to the Perſon of the Father; like as if it were ſaid, 


indued with Reaſon. 
This being endued with Reaſon, does nor belong ro him, 
as King of el, nor as Father of So/omon 5 but as be is a 


Man, cho determined by theſe Relations; and is equivalent - 


to this, the Man, ho is the Father of Solemen, the King of 
Iasi, is indued wirh Reaſon, So if it be faid, thar David, 
King of 1/reel, and he only, was Father of So/omon, it is not in- 


tended that he was ſo, as King of [/-ae/, much leſs in that Ca- 
ity only; but rather, che Man who begat fim, though de- 
y that Character, So here, God rhe Creator is the only 


E. 


thy Redeemer, the Holy One of Vrael, the Lord of Hoſts 
Firſt; and I ant the Lift, and beſides me there is no God, Hai. xi. 14. 


I/d. zliv. 6. which are applied to Chrift, Rev. 7.8, 17. Rev. 


xxii. 13, 16. | 

Shall we therefore argue, that God the Redeemer is the only 
true God, and beſides him, there it no God, therefore not God the 
Creator 2 We muſt not ſo argue, for it is not as Redeemer, 


or 4 Creator, that he is the only true God, but as God; for he 


was the only. true God from Eternity; but it was in Time, that 
he made the World, and was the Redeemer of Mankind. 
When Chriſt faith, ro know the Father, the only true God, it 
cannot, according to the Principles of the Adverfaries, be (aid 
of him, 47 Father of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, but as God. 

For if Chriſt be only a Tirwlar God, or a Creatute God, 
there was a Time or Moment, when he was not; and there- 


4 


would have ir to be underſtood,” I would then fay, thtʒ were 


David, the King of 1/ael, or David the Father of Solomon, is 


erue God, and God the Redeemer likewiſe. This ſaith the _ ] 
T am the © 


fore when God was not his Father: but he was the only = 
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e anorher char ft is un- 
God to be ſem ſaid conceru· 
ing the So», and y Oboft, Ne that the tr 


the is granted, 
God cannot be ſent in an Authoritative NM. 


I 


bath None that is ſuperior is the 
by Compact, wtes a UN. 
bur ove ras Nene 

Fobn xvii. 


«QC F 


ighr char is inacceſſible, as to 
wiſe has made of him 

hend ir. 1 might, it is true, 

Men have offered from the Ligbe of 


2 


as they deal by ir, who with delivering Inconſiſtencies. 
We have the Doctrine „1 Fobs v. 7. For ate 
Three that bear Record in Heaven, the Father, the Ward and d 
Hely Ghoſt, and theſe Three are One. ; 
Ir is ſurpriſing to confider, what Arti are uſed ro ſhufffe a - na 
the Argument for the Trinity in Unity, which this Text offers, 
1. Say the Enemies of the God-head of Chriſt, and of the 
Trinity, this Text is not in rhe moſt ancient Greek Copies, nor 
in the Latin, nor in the Syriac Verfion, nor in Luther's 
Dutch Verſion, nor in Duda, where it is (ſo expreſſed, as to 
be) a Supplementary Sentence, 2. They 


riant; 8 
8 was firſt writ- 


ut built on ſtable Proof. of: 
no other Voucher bur Cyprian, who lived . 
born: be doth, in his Book de Unitate 
note this Paſſage, (P. 109. Ed. Oxon.) Di-, 
cit Daminus, ws, Fee & Pain mevs num fumus, which is in John. 
222 He immediately adds iterum de Patre, & Filio, (3, 
jritu Sanflo, Scriptum nts tres mum ſunt. Upon which 
Fler of Cyprian, the Learned Biſhop F E 1 (whoſe 1 Memo. 
ry the Men of Leuers ought to treat with great Eſteem) gives 
an Anſwer to Secinus, who makes the Verſe ſpurious, prete 
ing it was tbruſt in by Men who hold the Doctrig 1 
Vini, who were reſolved, 1 ight or Wrong, to defend and 
propagate their Principles z thar 2 who is genſured 

— 2 as having not prudently forced many Things ta 
bu Side, had perhaps a Copy, in which that Paſſage was 
* inſerted, in ſuch a Manner as that the Fraud could not 

1 rceived, did, contrary to the Credit of all other Copies, 
| the Place as Genuine, complaining, that the Verſe was 
Neck by the Deceirfulneſs of Hereticks : ro which the 

iſhop replies, it is ar. cop to rempvę this Calumoy from 
* as if be had 5% fol that C Cprien cited the Place, 

y before — Tie before Arius his Time, or 
4 de had ſtarred the Debate, about the Deity of 
Son. Cyprian, not only in this Book, oc fe tf 
Fabaianus, cies this Paſſage. 

"Beſides, ir 75 ig Lin Copies, at Norimberg, 1475-8. 
er k. 1498. at Bafil, 1506. at Lyons 1529. at Paris, 1563. 
ir unaccountaþly diſappeared in ſome later Editions, 
des, in Greek, Copies of ancient Nate, this Verſe i is to 
(Bee And in the moſt anci Greek Copy in Englend, 
which Reza cites (in Loc.) and in the ſeveral Copies uſed in 

the Complutenſian Edition. And Robert Stephens arreſts, that 
it js in Nine of his Copies, tho wanting in Seven. 
Ii ts in the Copies uſed by Arias Montanu:. | 


—— 


Arius was 


dei 


R 
4 l ” 


GW) : 
Stephens bas it in an Edition of his printing at Paris, 


de had'made the Diltindion of Verſes. 
1 


15 
Preface to the Reader, Q 
- ceteris uti ſalemus, k 


le Eppoditent, ox — — ue 
„ quam plures, iigqus 


* Regis e 
* nullam ommino wet ſecus eſſe * F 
1 meliores, tanquam 45 comp / „ ö peterea mm: 
* cum aliis, tam vers Complutenſi editione, quam ad vert | 

* Bibliothece Leonis X. Pons. codices excudi juſſerat Hiſpentarums 


* Cardinalis Franciſcus Simenius, quos cum noftris, miro conſenſi, 
* ſepiſſime convenire, ex ipſa collatione mus. What he 


ſalth, is roo weighty to be deſpiſed : Nor will it be ſo, by un- 
prejudiced Admirers of Greek Writings, which that Leavned 
Grecifſt STEP HANS did publiſh. © C's 1 11 
As to Luther's Edition, one of his Friends, (Brockmand:tlt 
Des & Trin. Q 7.) does clear him, by ſaying, that it was by the 
Iniquity of the Times, that Luther bad a Copy, wherein the 
Verſe was wanting. Beſides, the —— the Autho- 
rity of the moſt ancient Fathers; and of the unexceptiona- 
ble Manuſcriprs, acknowledge the Verſe to be genuine. 
As to 15»ndal's Tranſlation, I have this to offer; thar it 18 
granted; but then ir ought . to be conkidered, that this Verſe 
was conſtantly, and ſolemnly read as 2. Part of Scripture, both 
in rhe Greek and Latin Churches, and it was in H/cklef's Bi- 
ble. But Eraſmus, who firſt began to raiſe a Scruple about ir, 
had ſo much Authority here, (i. e. in England) that in the Time 
Henry VIII. and Edward VI. it was retained in a different Cha» 
rafter, in Tynda/'s Bible, printed in 1540, Eraſmus reſtored ir 
in bis Tranſlation, as well as in the Greek Teſtament, our of 
which it was drop'd, in Two of his Editions, L Biſbop Stilling - 
fleet of Trinity, p. 165, &c.] 1 
cannot but think, that had Dr. Milli read, and duly con- 
fidered, what I have cited out of the Preface to Srephans's 
New Teſtament, he could not have thought he had been de- 
ceived in the Matter of Stephans Manuſtripts; for, in che 
Paſſage quoted, he declates he had not ſuffered ſo much as a 
Letter to be otherwiſe than the greater Number, and berrer 
Books did appear as Witneſſes of; and that he was helped 
the Complutenſian Edition. printed according to many moſt 
Copies, (vetuſtiſſimos codice: ) which wonderfulty agreed with 
Stepbans's Copies : Wherefore to (ay, that it doth nor, * 
| er- 
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was not there: And in ſuch a Caſe, the fuller Copy is moſt like? 
ly to be true, and the omiſſion to be a Fault. ich happen- 
ing (as ir ſeems ir did) ſome Hundreds of Years in ſome one 
Copy, it. might wy pals (unobſerved) into many others tran» 
ſcribed thence, and ſo to others derived from thoſe Tranſcripts. 

But an Inſerrion (of what was nor in their ) muſt needs 
be wilful, and nor caſual, On the other fide ; it this Variety 
of Copies were ar firſt from à wilful Falfification, ir is more 
likely to be 4 wilful Omiſſion of the 4r5ans, in ſome of their 
Copies, (which might be done ſilently and unobſerved) than 
by a wilful I»ſertion of the Orthodox. 

For the Inſertion of ſuch a Clauſe, if wholly new, and 
which had never before been heard of, would have been pre- 
ſently detected by rhe Arians, as ſoon as ever it ſhould have 
been urged againſt rhem, | 

Nor was any ＋ to be made of it by the Orthodox, 
fince the Divinity of Chriſt, (which was then the Point in 
Queſtion) might be as ſtrongly proved from that in St. John's 
Goſpel, I and the Father are One; as from This in this Epiſtle, 
Theſe Three are One. And therefore it is not likely rhe Orthodox 
ſhould wilfully make any fuch Falſiſications, fromwhence they 
could promife themſelves no Advantage. | 

Nor do I ſind it ever charged upon them by the Ancient A. 
riaxs in thoſe Days; tho Athanaſius and others urge it againſt 
them. And in very ancient Copies, in which it had been left 
_ a is n ſupplied in the Margin, as having been faulti- 

omitted. 

F And it ĩs the more likely robe Genuine, becauſe in this Clauſe 
(the Father, the Word, and Holy Ghoſt) the ſecond Perſon is 
called Simpliciter 6 24y@-,the Mord, which is St.Fohn's Language, 
both here and in the Goſpel, Fohn i, and is, (I think) peculiar 
to him, and not ſo uſed by any other of the oy Mriters of 
the New Teſtament. I do not deny, but that this ſecond Per- 
ſon may be called the Word of God, Heb. ii, 3, and 2 Pes. 
ili. 5, 7. as he is by the ſame St. Fobn, Rev. xix. 13. 
but ro call him the Mord abſolutely, without other Addition, 


I think is peculiar ro St. John. And therefore much more 


likely in this place to have proceeded from the ſame Pen, and 
not to have been inſerted by an Interpolator, ſome Hundreds of 
Years after. And that Clauſe, Theſe Three are One, in the E- 
piſtle, agreeing ſo well with I and tbe Father are One, in the 
Goſpel, is a further Confirmation of their being both from 
the ſame Pen. Add to this, that the Antitheſis, which we find 
in the Seventh and Eighth Verſes * very natural, that it is a 


"8 "OY 
1 Preſumprion of it's being Genuine: There are Three thas 
Record in Heaven, the Father, the Word, and the Holy Ghoſt, 

and theſe Three are Ons; and there are Three that bear Witneſs on 

Earth, the Spirit, the Water, and the Blood, and theſe Three agree 


in One. . 

Which, as it ſtands, is very natural, but the latter Clauſe 
would ſeem lame without the former: And the Words, in 
Earth, wholly redundant, if not, by Antithefis, to anſwer the 
Mords, in Heaven, in the former Verſe. The Doctor having 
infiſted on the Citatlon out of Cyprian, (which having before 
been uced, it is needleſs to repeat it) he then proceeds, 

Before him (i. e. Cyprian) it is cited by Tertullian, in his Book 
Adver. Prax. c. 23. Connexus Patris in Filio, & Filii in Para. 
* cleto, Tres efficit Cohærentes, alterum ex altero, qui tres unum 
* ſunt (now wnus), quomodo diftum eſt Ego Pater meus unum ſu- 
* mus, ad ſubſtantiæ unitatem, non ad numeri ny nes 

Where he doth nor only cite the Place, bur parallel and 
compare theſe Three are One, in this place, (1 John v. 7.) with 
I and the Father are one (Fobn x.3 A\ 

alike import, That is, the Connection of the Father with 
the Son, and of the Son with the Paraclete, or Holy Ghoſt, 
makes theſe coherent, the one with the other : Which Three 
are One (unum, not unus, one Thing, not one Perſon) like as 
it is ſaid, I and the Father are One (One Thing) as to the Unity 
of Subſtance, tho' nor as to Singularity of Number; they are 
—_ Being, One Subſtance, though otherwiſe they may be 

ee, WY 

It is therefore no new Interpolation; but was anciently fo 
read by Tertullian, as well as Cyprian, (the Two moſt ancienr 
of the Latin Fathers) long before the Arian Controverſy was 
on Foot, and hath been urged by others afrerwards againſt the 
Arians. 

Nor is there any Prejudice (that I know of ) againſt irs be- 
ing ſo read, as we now read it, ſave that ſome of the Fathers 
(it is ſaid) have omitted to urge ir againſt the Ariens, when 
there has been occaſion of ſo doing. But this (beſides, that ir 
is only a ot 100 Argument, and I know not how well 

nded) might very well happen, if it chanced to be want- 

ing in that particular Copy which ſuch Fathers uſed, 
For we are not ro ſuppoſe they had then ſuch Plenty of 
Bibles, as are now in our Hands; but ſome one Manuſcript 

was to ſerve many. 

nd becauſe, that, in St. Fobn's Goſpel, I and the Father are 
One, did fit their Purpoſe, as well, or rather beiter than rbis 
| | - in 


in the other, as being of - 
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| (67) 
{a bis Epiſtle; Theſe Three «70 One. For the Controverſy then 
on Foot was not ſo much char of the Trinity, as that of the 
Divinity of Chriſt. ; | 

I muſt confeſs, what the Docter offers is ſo full, and convi- 
Rive, that I think ir unneceſſary ro add any thing further in 


Proof of che Genuinene/s of this Verſe, which is for” 
the Confirmation of the Doctrine of the Trinity. 


. 
I have been the larger in my Qnotations out of his Lerrers 
and Sermons concerning the Trinity, preſuming they are nor in 
many Hands, nor eaſy to e by ſome, whoſe Sarisfa- 
ion, in this Point, ought to be endeavoured, a 
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CHAP. VI. 


1. The Diſagreement among the Antitrinitarians. Jews 

, deny Teilt R J. Albo Kimchi anſwered. 5 2. 
Sabellius, P. Samoſatenus, Photinus, Arius, Apol- 
linaris. 5 3. Servetus his Blaſphemy. V. Gentilis. 
54. Val. Gentilis bi: Opinion about the Father's being 
the Only Self-exiſting and Supreme Gad. The Old 
Dcfrine to be — . 


- 
a 7 


f 1. JF, norwithſtanding the ments that have been 
brought, to confirm the ine of the Trinity, and 


the Neceſſity of believing ir, in order to Salvation, it be pou 


naciouſly inſiſted on, that we muſt, right or wrong, caſt off 

Faith; and that altho a clear Anſwer has been given to the 
Objections againſt ir, yer we muſt forſake it; I demand, hat 
other Doctrine ſhall we receive, inſtead thereof 2 For the Ad- 
verſaries of the Son of God are not agreed about the Matten 


Now to leave ſo important an Article, and have, wo know noe 
what ſubſtirured in its place, is a little roo raſh. 

Which of all the Parties, who deny the Doctrine ofthe Trinity, 
muſt we go over unto? Ir has fallen our unto the Adverſaries of 
this Doctrine, that having made —— of the Faith, they 

* 


and wander they 


lodge themſelves in an unknown 
know not whither, 
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Let us then view ſome of the Enemies of this fundamental 
Principle, and ſee what they have to offer. | 7 
* They, whom I place on the Forlorn, are, the Fewiſþ 

Doctors, who argue warmly againſt this Principle of Chriſti- 


aniry. | 

J bring theſe Men on the Stage, firſt ; becauſe they are the 
moſt determinate Adverſaries of this Article of our holy Faith. 
They are the Authors, from whom, at firſt or ſecond Hand, our 
modern Deſi; have borrowed their Weapons. A late Writer 
(the Author of the Righes, &c.) has from them ſome of his 
moſt ſhining ObjeQions againſt the Divine Right of the Mi- 
niſtry; ſetting aſide what he has borrowed from the Rabbins, 
and his Fraternity of Poland, that Piece will appear as trifling 
a Rhapfody, as any that has amuſed the preſent Age. 

The 5ews argue thus. It implies a Contradiction to ſay, that 
* in the Godhead there are Three ſeperate Things, of which 
each do conſiſt, and are actually diſtin, or Perſons, (as they 
2 (4 e. the Chriſtians ſpeak) which are one. This Opinion, 
© ſay they, does contradict common Principles of Reaſon. * 
Thus talks R. Jef. Albo (contra Chriſt. p. 12.) But this is a 
meer Calumny, for rhe Chriftians do aſſert the Unity of the 
Godhead, in as full a Manner, as ever their Adverſaries did or 


— here is but one God; but in the Divine Eſſence, we believe, 
on Scripture-Evidence, there are three Perſons, or Subſiſtences, 
to whom the Divine Eſſence is common. 

| There is no Contradiction in our Principle, fince Things 
contradicting deny each other, «ccording ro the ſame, and #9 
the ſame. Bur Eſſence and Subſiſtence are not underſtood, as 
ſpoken in the ſame Senſe The former is underſtood of the 
Subſtance or Godbead of God; the latter is to be underſtood of 
the Mode of Being. As to the Incomprebenſibleneſs of this Article, 
I have diſcourſed (Chap. v. $- 1.) and have ſhewn, ir is un- 
reaſonable ro deny a Dodrrine which we cannot compre. 


The Article is not invented by either modern or ancient 
Chriſtians: Bur ir is revealed by the God of Truth, in the 
Scriprures of the Old and New Teſtament. | 
, Who are aſhamed ro own their Belief of what God 
hath thus revealed, diſcover their Inſidelity, but not the Vi- 
of Reaſon. 

R. David Kimchi (in Pal. 2.) * affirms, the Deity is not di- 
* vided : For it is not a Body to be divided, bur one in all 
* the Modes and Ways of Unity. It is not multiplied nor di- 
* mipiſhed, nor liable to Partition. 
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(69) | 
1 know of no Chriſtian, that holds the Godhead! ro be a Bo 
dy, or to be divided, bur that the Divine Eſſence is moſt fimple 
and unmixed. Nor is there, in our Account, more than one 
only my and true Gad; tho we acknowledge, that in the 
Godhead there are Father, Son and Holy Spiris. The other Ex+ 


ceptions, which they make againſt this ine, have either 


been named and auſwered, or obviared in the preceding 
Chapters. By what has been offered, it may appear, that no 
Reaſon can be aſſigned why we ſhould renounce our Faith, to 
oblige the circumciſed Nation, A | 

F. 2. Let us, in the next Place, coalider, what ſome, wha 
have paſs d under the Name of Chriſtians, have advanced, in 
Oppoſition to our Belief of the Godhead of the Farber, and of 
the Sow, and of the Hely Spirit; or the Diſtinction of Perſons, 
in the Godhead. | X 

I ſhall not here give a black Lift of the Names of all the 
primitive or modern Hereticks, or Misbelievers; bur, briefly; 
ſhall exhibir the Principles, which have been ſtarted by ſome 
of them, who have oppoſed the Doctrine which hath been 
defended. The firſt that I ſhall name, is Sabelliu, from whom 
they were called Sabellians, whoſe Opinion was, that the Fa- 
ther, Son, and Holy Spirit were the ſame, fo as that three 
Appellarions agreed to the ſame Hypoſtaſis. [ Epiph. p. 313.} Eu- 
2 ſpeaks of this Se& (Lib 7. c. 6.) repreſenting them, as 
holding Tenets againſt the Almighry God, the Father of our 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt, and againſt his only begotten Son, and a- 


As Sabellius held but one Perſon in the Godhead, fo Paula 
Samoſatenus revived the Hereſy of Artemon, who held, thas 
Chriſt was a mere Man ( Euſeb. |. 5. c. 28.) Malchion diſputed 
with this Biſhop, of which Euſebius gives an Account ( I. 54 
c. 29.) with a ſynodicel Epiſtle written on that Occaſion (c. 30.) 
Paulus Samoſatenus is therein branded with Covetouſneſa, heap» 
ing up Wealth in an undue Manner; and with Ambition, as 
walking with a numerous and pompous Retinue, which was a 
Scandal to the Inſidels. He aboliſhed the P/ahzs, that were 
ſung in the Church, in Honour to Feſus Chriſt, but 2 
Women to fing in Honour to himſelf, which ſtruck the Audi- 
ence with Horror. | : 

He was at length depoſed, and Downur placed in his See: 
Bur refuſing to go out of the Biſhop's Houſe, the Faithful ap- 

ed ro the Emperor Aurelian, who gave Sentence againſh 
im. Thus with Infamy he was by the Secular Power turned 


out · | 
The 
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- The firſt Inſtance; that I remember, in which the Ponvificers _ 


owned a Dependance on the Secular Power. 4 
Wich his Opinions Photinus was infected, holding, as Epi- 
phanius notes, (Her. 71. p. 829.) that Chriſt did nor exift from 
the Beginning, but had his Beginning from the Virgin Mary. 
This Photinus was of a voluble Tongue. He was condemned by 
a Synod, and baniſhed, (Soc. I. 2. c. 29.) He wrote againſt 
all other Hereſies, bur his own, in Greek and Latin, ( Sexo. I. 4. 
C 6.) This Opinion dy'd of its own Accord in a little Time 
Bur the Church had greater Diſturbance from Arias, a Prieſt of 
Alexandria; who argued, that if the Father the Son, the 
Son had a Beginning of Exiſtence; by which it is concluded, 
there was a Time, when the Son was not; and by Conſequence, 
* he had his Hypoſtaſis ( de dre) out of nothing. Soc. 

. 
The Arians were too crafty to fall in with Samoſatenus his 
Scheme, there being ſuch plain Proof of Cbriſt's Exiſtence, be. 
fore his Incarnation, that none but Men ſtupiſied, or reſolved 
to uſe the utmoſt Violence in their Interpretation of Scripture, 
could deny ir. And the Truth is, a Man had as good deny the 
whole Scriprure, as to deny this Truth, | 

I ſhall nor now give a large Hiſtory of this Prieſt, his Fol- 
lowers, and Patrons ; and the Diſturbances and Perſecutions, 
raiſed by them againſt the Chriſtians. 

Such an Hiſtory would be both uſeful and entertaining. 
Thar, and the Vindication of Arhanaſius, againſt the villanous 
Calumnies of his Perſecutors, as well as againſt the ungenerous 
Inſulrs upon his Memory, by ſome of odd Intellectuals, may 
elſewhere be — ear 

There being theſe three Sorts of Adverſaries to the Trinity; 
which of them ſhall we reſort unto 2 Shall we embrace Sa- 
bellianiſm > Thar will nor pleaſe ; for Phorinus puts in, as well 
as Paulus Samoſatenus, | | 
- Shall we ſubſcribe ro Photinus his Creed > This will not gra- 
tify the Arien Party ; For they allow'd Chriſt ro be more than 
a mere Man, that began to exiſt in the Virgin Mary. When Men 
have once caſt off the Belief of the Scripture-DoRrine, relating 


to the Godhead and Manhood of Chriſt, they cannot tell where 


to ſertle, or what ro believe abour him. 

Some denied the Humanity of Chriſt; others held, that all he 
ſuffer d was not in Reality, but only in Appearance. Be/ilides 
held, that Chriſt was ( fine ſubſtantia carnis fuiſſe) without the 
Subſtance of Fleſh ; that he ſuffered not by the eri, bur that 
Simon the Cyrenian was crucified in his ſtead. (Tertull. de Aa 
adv, Her. c. 46.) us 
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has conveyed that away. 5 — 
There were Two Apolinares, the Father a Prieft, the Son 
a Reader in the Church: Both of them Men of great Eruditi- 
on. Upon a Diſguſt offered ro him, Apollinaris, the Son, 
formed a Hereſy, and ſo became the Head of a Party, who, 
among other Things, ſaid that a Man, without a Soul, ( 
vez) was aſſumed by God the Word. | 
Afterwards, they ſaid, he took a Soul, which had not a 
— when that , was inſtead of a Mind, (Soc. L. 2. 
46. | | 
Thus among theſe Men, who have rejected the Incarnati- 
on of the Son of God, ſome deny his Godhead, others his 
Humane Body, and ſome his Humane Soul. What are we to 
expect next, but that ſome having robbed Chriſt of his Deiry, 
others of his Humane Nature, an equally bold Sete of Men 
ſhould ariſe, who ſhall deny there ever was ſuch an One as 
Jeſus of Nazareth, and reject the Whole Evangelical Doctrine; 
and in ſhorr, deny his Birth, Miracles, Death, Burial, Reſur- 
rection, and Coming to Judge the World ar laſt ? | 
F. 3. If the old Opinioniſts do not pleaſe, ſhall we come to 
Men of later Centuries * Michael Servetus, a Spaniard, had 
ſome pagricular Opinions about the Trinity; he was burnt ar 
Geneve, It is none of my Buſineſs to defend the Execution.” I 
own, I am not for any Perſecution, much leſs, ad ſanguinem. 
| The Tigurine Miniſters, in a Letter to the Magiſtrates of 
Geneva, repreſent the Sentiments of this Servetus, in the fol- 
lowing Words, (having obſerved that the Nicene Creed, and 
Apoſtolical Doctrine, were agreeable to each other; they go 
on) * Nuod ergo Servetus, Hiſpanus, Trinitatem æternam Dei, 
© Triceps — 4h & Cerberum tripartitum, denjque imaginarios 
Deos, illuſiones, ac Tres Spiritus Demoniorum appellitat, Æter- 
* nam Dei Majeſtatem nefande & borribiliter blaſphemat, and o- 
ther like Sruff, which I ſhall nor now tranſlate. Or, if his Te- 
nets have too much of groſs Blaſphemy to be admitted, ſhall 
we fall in with Valentinus Gentilis, who affirmed, that the F. 
ther only was the true God; that the Perſon of the Father was 
a Sophiſtical One He took care to digeſt his Principles into 
Forty Aphoriſms or Propoſitions, 
His T weaty. Fourth Propoſition is, 


: 


- The 


7 N : 
(72) 
The Father only is Unbegorren, the Aurhot of the Uni- 
«© verſe, of immenſe Subſtance z but the Son is a Spirit, who 
is ineffably Begorten ; rhe Performer of his Father's Will, 
and, according to the Meaſure of Generation, he is Begot 
Cireumſecriptible; nevertheleſs, Both are of the ſame infinite 
« Vertue Perfection. 10 | 
Propoſition Twenty Fifth; o 
- * He, who denies that the 467, by whom all Things we 
made, was hypoſtatically ſhur up in the Womb of the Vir- 
* gin, and by the Myftery of Incarnation made a true Man, 
that Man makes the faithful Wirneffes of the Lord ro be 
Liars, whom the Holy Scriprures manifeſtly witneſs, to have 
« ſeen with their Eyes, and handled with their Hands. 
Propoſition the Thirrieth. | 

Whatever is ſubſtantially from Another, is not the ſame 
Living One, in the Individual, out of which he is, bur 
* ſuch like as he is: whence the 25y®- of God, is not that 
4, of which he is the 10%; nor is the Holy Spirit of 
God that immenſe and eternal Spirit, of which he is the 


* Spirit; altho', Both are Hypoſtatically contained in him, and 


are one and the ſame Divinity, Fullneſs and Perfection. 
Propoſition Thirty Seventh. | 

* Unleſs the Father were the Eſſentiator of the Son and 
* Holy Spirit, #, e. naturally the Communicator of his Attri- 
*-bures by eternal Generation and Proceſſion, neither would 
* Three be One, nor any of the reſt of Perſons be full and 
perfect God. — 

The Principles of Gentilis are not wholly unknown to th 
Writers in our Age. Agreeable to them, we are told, that 
the Sen is not ſelf-exiſtent ; bur derives his Being, or Eſſence, 
* and all his Attributes, from the Father, as from the Supreme 
* Cauſe. Again, in what particular Metaphyſical Manner, the 
Son derives his Being, or Eſſence, from the Father, the 

< Scripture has no where diſtinctly declared; therefore Men 
* oughr not ro preſume to be able to define. | 

Again; The Holy Spirit, the Third Perſon, is not ſelf- 
* exiſtent ; bur derives his Being, or Eſſence, from the Father, 
by the Son, as from the Supreme Cauſe. 

Gentilis is of Opinion, that his Scheme, which exalrs the 
Sapremacy and Self.exiſtence of the Father, overrhrows the 
Turks, Fews, Hereticks, Sophiſters, and drives all Errors our of 
the Church; which, if he had lived in our Age, and Land; he 
could not have expreſſed in more clear Language, than what 
follows, 7 
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Generation of the Son to be. Ineffble; 
and the Father a Self-exiſting («yvrw®-) Spirit; and when 
a Man will grant that, why can he not reſt ſatisfied with be. 
lieving the Doctrine of the Trinity, which is Ineffable ? ' 
If you maintain that Men ought, nor to preſume to be able 
to define, in what particular Metaphyſical Manner, the Son de- 
rives his Being from the Father, becauſe the Scri has no 
where diſtinctly L it, you may as well the Erer- 
rk ap waver che K. Godhead rok — 1 yas 5 Holy 
itit ; becauſe ipture avidently afſerrs ings as 
to ſhew they ate One Gad. This might more largely be pur- 
een 
Upon the whole, I cannot, after all the Search that I have 
made, and I have taken ſome Pains about it, find a Scheme 
Fc were agrecable to the Divine Writings, than is 
chat ine, which is maintained by them who hold, that in 
the Godbead there are Ibroe Perſons, tbe ſame in Subſtayce, equal 
in Power and Glory. And the Attempts, which che brighteſt Men 
have —— to — mtr 7 the 22 a Maner with- 
out Myſtery, have ered the Vanity of the Deſign. 
Its being a Myſtery is — Prejudice to 8 
and that of the ſublimeſt Nature and bigheſt 9 N } 
And, certainly, it's much better to retain the © b 
t has been delivered in the Scriptures to the Chyrch, chan to 
into Uncertainties, and at laſt into no Religion at all. 
What a great Man writes about the Defection of 


P ieert & Ghbon radict 

certe non poſſum ſatis admirari & ſuſpicere judicia 

Dei maxima & adoranda eg quim —— quùm 
is, 


44 Men, is, in my Opinion, ſo pertinent as to deſerve 
do | 


* video viros, quos ille ui multis & admirandis celey 
* ſtibuſque ornaverat Donis illorum operi, ad mulrorum 
* ſalurem, diu fuerat uſus, poſtmodum ab eodem excæcari, 
9 ur, primis etiam fidei principiis abnegatis, fiant aperti in 
Deum Blaſphemi, & eo ſuas convertant Cogitationes, Set- 
{ n;ones, Scripta, Studia, ut ab ez Veritate, quam anted, quam 
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caſion thy T ſhould — N Bk 
I cannot think it 5 ors on 
conclude , with E is an Apology Yor my placing this 
Doctrine of. the Trinity among the Fundamenta} Articles | 
Religion, which, if 4 Man denies, he does It, at the 
x lon ee 


of "IF rer Evidence. will not 
1 or unreaſohable Prejudice. God? B 
vouchſaftd all that Evidence, which was eier fir for him 
* ro grant, or reaſonable for Men to: geſite ; 4 os», 
* which the Nature of- the Thing itſelf to be: 
2 of. He, that can, wh» end 
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Hall, by thoſe Miniſters who 

of the Church of, Eig/aid, A 

fifth and | ions in the Aſſemblies ſhorter Cas 
techiſm. Mach 3. 1719. (.) I. The Declaration of 
their Faith in the Bleſſed Trinity, as 
revealed is y Seriptures. II. Advices for 
Peace, with Letter ac 
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